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Current Topics. 
The Cause Lists. 


THE APPEAL and Charicery Division lists for the forthcomi 
sittings were not obtainable at the time of going to press, 
were not expected to be issued until Saturday. e King’s 
Bench Lists shew an aggregate of 677 actions. A notable feature 
of the lists is the popularity of trial by jury. There are only 116 
non-jury actions as against 500 jury actions. 


Roman-Dutch Law. 


At THE Hilary and at the Trinity examinations of the 
Council of Legal Education in each year until further notice 
(commencing with the Trinity examination, 1909) a Special 
Exhibition of £50 will be given tothe student who passes the 
best examination in Roman-Duteh Law, provided that he is placed 
in either the first or second class at such examination. The 
Council are enabled to offer these exhibitions by the liberality of 
Mr. ABE BAILY, of Johannesburg, South Africa. The exhibitions 
will be called “The Abe Bailey Exhibitions of the Council of, 
Legal Education.” 


The Land Transfer Commission. 


AFTER THEIR meeting on the 6th inst. this Commission 
adjourned to the 20th of May, At the last meeting Mr. JENNINGs, 
solicitor, Mr. FRANK S. PEARSON, solicitor, the secre of the 
Land Transfer Committee of the Associated Provincial Law 
Societies, and Mr. PARKINSON, solicitor, of Manchester, were 
examined. Solicitors previously examined have been Mr. T. C. 
MoKenzir, of Sunderland ; Mr. FREDERICK GREGORY, of Liver- 
1; Mr. James Sykes, of Huddersfield; and Mr. GILBERT 
IDDLETON, of Leeds; and Mr. Tuomas P. Perks, of Leeds, 
barrister-at-law, has also given evidence. 


A Colossal Lawsuit. 


Tue Hicu Court of Justice is not the only tribunal which has 
experience of heavy and protracted cases, The case of The United 
States v. The Standard Oil Company of New Jersey, which 
is now proceeding before the United States Circuit Court in St. 
Louis, appears to be one of the most important civil actions ever 
tried in the United States. The bill of complaint charges that 
the company and seven individual defendants entered into an 
agreement, combination and conspiracy with one another to restrain 
trade and commerce among the several states, to monopolize 
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trade and commerce in the purchase of petroleum, in the shipment 
and transportation of petroleum by pipe line, steamship and 
by rail, in the manufacture and refining of petroleum and in 
the distribution, sale, and shipment of the products of 
petroleum. The bill asks for a perpetual injunction to restrain 
the defendants from doing any act intended to carry out the 
alleged combination or conspiracy, and also that the Standard 
Oil combination may be dissolved. The testimony in the case 
was taken before a special examiner appointed by the court, about 
four hundred witnesses having been examined. The full bench of 
four judges has been appointed to hear the arguments in the case. 
It is stated that the Record, including the exhibits, already exceeds 
seven million words, all taken by one stenographer. Even a 
rusal of its digest’ by the court is impossible, and much will 
pend upon the summaries presented by the attorneys of the 
respective sides. Whatever may be the result of the trial before 
the circuit court, the case will certainly be taken on appeal to 
the Supreme Court of the United States. 


Courts of Arbitration. 


LAWYERS whose recollections go back far into the last century 
are often heard to say that business was then more abundant in 
the superior courts and on the circuits than it is at the present 
day. We have much doubt as to whether this proposition has 
any reasonable foundation, but we have, on the other hand, every 
reason to believe that the business in courts of arbitration—or as 
they are sometimes called, the irregular tribunals—has largely 
increased. Within the precincts of the Law Courts themselves 
we have arbitrations before masters, official and special referees, 
while it is only necessary to consult any newspaper relating to 
the landed interest to see that compensation cases, relating to 

roperty in all parts of the United Kingdom, are continually 

rought before arbitrators in the metropolis and elsewhere. The 
increase in the wealth and importance of the larger manufacturing 
towns leads necessarily to the compulsory acquisition of Jand on the 
part of the municipal corporations, and the valuation of this land is 
generally the subject of inquiry before an arbitrator. The various 
schemes for the adjustment of differences between employers and 
workmen have also led to the employment of legal arbitration. 
We read of the award of Sir Epwarp Fry in the case of the 
London and North-Western Railway and of Lord Cromer in that 
of the Midland Company. In the case of the Great Western 
Railway, the demands of the employees are to be argued before 
Mr. Duke, K.C., while Lord Gorett has been selected to arbi- 
trate between the Great Eastern Railway Co. and its staff. The 
selection of eminent lawyers to preside over these arbitrations is a 
compliment to the ability and impartiality of the legal profession. 


Offensive Trades. 


THE WORD “offensive,” as frequently used in restrictive 
covenants, is of uncertain application, and the recent decision of 
the Court of Appeal in Nussey v. Provinciai Bill Posting Co. 
(ante, p. 418) will be véry useful in advising on the effect of a 
covenant prohibiting the carrying on of offensive trades. In that 
case the covenants binding land which had been sold in lots for 
building purposes included a stipulation that no building should 
be erected for manufacturing purposes or for the carrying on of 
“any noisy, noisome, offensive, or dangerous trade or calling.” 
The purchaser of two adjacent lots agreed to lease them to the 
defendant company for use as a bill-posting station, and under the 
agreement the company erected a hoarding of a permanent 
nature, 156 feet long and 15 feet high, and covered the 
hoarding with advertisements. The plaintiff was the pur- 
chaser of another plot adjoining, and claimed to have the 
hoarding removed as being a building erected for carrying on 
an offensive trade. The Court of Appeal, affirming NEvILLE, 
J., held that the hoarding was a building erected for 
the purposes of trade—namely, the trade of bill-posting--and they 
also, by a majority (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Buck.ey, L.J., 
Moutton, L.J., diss.), affirmed the learned judge in holding that 
the trade was offensive. Primd facie it may be that an advertise- 
ment hoarding does not answer to the common idea of what is 
offensive, and Mouton, L.J., would have confined the word to 
something yusdem generis with “noisy, noisome, and dangerous ’ 








—namely, some trade the carrying on of which physically inter. 
fered with the comfort of a neighbour. But this simply means 
that the word must be treated as implying the superlative degree, 
There are degrees of offence, and different organs of sense are 
capable of being offended in various ways. As BucKLEy, LJ, 
pointed out, the draftsman in using “noisy ” and “ noisome” had 
exhausted offences to the ear and the nose, and the general word 
“offensive” might well be applied to that which offends the eye, 
Whether an advertisement hoarding does this must depend on 
the circumstances, but it can hardly be doubted that the court 
came to aright conclusion in holding that the hoarding in the 
present case was offensive to the owner of an adjoining residential 
plot. And though the decision depended to some extent on the 
wording of the covenant in question, it may be taken as indi- 
cating that the term “offensive” will in future receive a liberal 
construction. 


Licence Compensation and Tenants in Common, — 


Ir WOULD have been a singular result of the Licensing Act, 
1904, had the appeal in Birkin v. Smith (Times, 7th inst.) sue- 
ceeded, and had a tenant in common of a public-house, who was 
registered under the Licensing Act as the sole owner, been at 
liberty to keep for his own use the entirety of money awarded as 
compensation on the extinction of the licence. In the case in 
question a public-house had passed under the will of a testator to 
his two sons, JOHN and JAMES, in moieties for life, and then to 
their children respectively. The life interests in both moieties 
and the remainder in JAMES’ moiety became vested in the defen- 
dant SmitTH, who went into sole possession. JOHN died in 1899, 
and two of his children commenced an action in the Durham 
Chancery Court in the nature of partition. A sale was ordered, 
but was delayed by consent, and meanwhile in 1907 the licence was 
extinguished and a sum of £835 was awarded to the defendant, 
the registered owner, as compensation. The rules under the Act 
of 1904 require that claims toshare in the compensation shall be 
made within a limited time, and the defendant argued that, since 
the owners of JOHN’S moiety had omitted to send in their 
claim, they were excluded, and that he was entitled to keep the 
whole of the sum awarded. The Chancellor of Durham, however, 
declined to admit a contention so subversive of the well-settled 
relations of the tenants in common of property, and the 
Court of Appeal (KENNEDY, LJ., and Joyce, J.) affirmed 
his judgment. The compensation represents a part of the common 
property, and any one co-owner who gets it into his possession is 
bound to account for it to the others. The case differs from Dent's 
Brewery v. Dykes (ante, p. 302), where the parties claiming to share 
in the compensation were before the justices and the compensation 
had been apportioned by the justices. In such a case the appor- 
tionment cannot be reviewed in the High Court. But in the 
present case the defendant represented all the co-owners for the 
purpose of receiving compensation, and the subsequent apportion- 
ment among the owners in/er se could be effected in the partition 
action in which their respective interests were ascertained. 


Indemnity Against Forged Transfers. 


THE DECISION of A. T. LAWRENCE, J., in Bank of England v. 
Cutler, Bartrum Third Party (Times, 7th inst.), is an interesting 
sequel to the recent cases in which stockbrokers and others have 
been held liable for innocently procuring tortious transfers of stock 
to be made. In Starkey v. Bank of England (1903, A. C. 114) 8 
stockbroker was held liable for putting forward at the bank a 
forged power of attorney ; in Sheffield Corporation v. Barclay (1905, 
A. C. 312) a banker was similarly held liable for sending in to 4 
corporation a forged transfer of the corporation stock. In the 
former case the decision went upon the greund that the stock- 
broker who effected the transfer under the power of attorney 
had warranted his authority ; in the latter it went on the ground 
that the corporation bad innocently done a tortious act at the 
request of the banker, and the banker, though himself also innocent, 
was bound to indemnify them. Upon the latter principle was 
decided also Bank of England vy. Cutler (1908, 2 K. B. 208). The 
defendant was a stockbroker on the list of brokers accepted at the 
bank to identify transferors of stock. He attended at the bank and 





identified as one MARIAN M, Pzarson, the registered holder of 
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India Stock, another person—JENNIE PEARSON—who was 

nating her, and he was held liable for the consequent loss to 
the bank when they had to restore the stock to the true owner. 
Under the circumstances it was held that the bank in registering 
the forged transfer had acted at CuTLER’s request. In fact 
QuTLER was ignorant both of MARIAN PEARSON and JENNIE 
PEARSON, and the latter had been introduced to him as MARIAN 
PearRsON by a solicitor’s managing clerk, who, as well as the 
solicitor, were quite innocent in the matter. CUTLER brought 
in the solicitor as third party and claimed indemnity against 
him. The claim depended on whether the clerk had simply intro- 
duced JENNIE PEARSON to CUTLER, or had requested him to 
identify her, and as to this the evidence of the stockbroker and 
the solicitor’s clerk was conflicting. In the result the learned 
judge adopted the view that the clerk had not given ‘instructions 
for the transfer, but had simply effected the introduction, and 
hence he had not made his principal liable. The loss therefore 
remains with the stockbroker, though it would have taken very 
little more to transfer it tothe solicitor. Surely the proper way of 
meeting such risks is for the bank to adopt the principle of the 
Forged Transfers Acts, and protect itself by insurance, rather 
than to let the loss fall on innocent parties. 


Right of Married Pauper to Require his Wife to 
Remain in the Workhouse. 


THe HAMPSTEAD Board of Guardians had recently to consider 
a report from their Visiting Committee as to the claim of a 
married man in the workhouse to prevent his wife from taking 
her discharge. The master of the workhouse had reported that 
he had received an application from a woman who was in the 
workhouse with her children to be allowed to take her discharge 
by herself. It was not disputed that the family was in the work- 
house by the man’s own fault. The wife had applied for her 
discharge owing to the fact that her sister offered her a home 
in order that she might go to work and earn her own living. 
Her husband, however, objected to her going out without him, 
and the master refused to grant her an order of discharge. The 
clerk to the guardians, in answer to questions as to the 
reason for this proceeding on the part of the master, stated 
that in February, 1842, an instruction was issued by the 
Poor Law Board to the effect that a husband, if he thinks 
fit, may detain his wife in the workhouse by his marital 
authority. It further appeared that both the man and 
his wife were able-bodied, and we are not surprised to hear 
that the guardians resolved to treat the matter “not as a question 
of law,but as one of common sense,” and accordingly instructed the 
committee to grant the woman’s application to go out after Easter. 
We should indeed have been surprised to hear of any other 
decision. It will be observed that the instruction of the Poor Law 
Board referred to by the clerk was issued many years before the 
Married Women’s Property Act, 1882, and at a time when it was 
thought that the very being or legal existence of a woman was 
suspended, during her marriage, or at least that it was incor- 
porated and consolidated into that of her husband, “ under whose 
Wing, protection and cover she performs everything.” Admitting 
that the able-bodied head of the family has, in theory, the right 
to determine the place of residence of his wife and children, itis a 
wholly different question whether he has a right to require the 
assistance of third persons in enforcing this right. A large 
discretion is left in the hands of the local authority, and they are 
not at liberty, in considering the rights of a husband, to disre- 
gard those of the ratepayers. Can it be supposed that if the wife 
and children had obtained some employment at the time when the 
father was admitted to the workhouse, that the guardians would 
have required them to follow him there? The guardians appear 
to have acted on their view of the common sense of the matter 


- we cannot see that their act was in transgression of any rule 
aw, 


Liability of Directors on Cheques, 

A GREAT deal of unnecessary complication is introduced by 
the cases on negotiable instruments signed by directors of a com- 
pany, Another decision, we presume good in law, but as a 
matter of business, we should suggest, incorrect, has been given 








in Lander v. Marcus (Times, 1st inst.). A cheque was stamped _ 


near the top with the name of a limited company. It was signed 
by the two defendants, each of them being Heecribed as director. 
The court had the advantage of seeing the cheque, but from 
the description given in the report we should imagine it must 
have been clear that the cheque was intended to be the cheque of 
the company, and that the defendants drew it as directors of the 
company, intending that it should only charge the company. But 
there is the case of Dutton v. Marsh (L. R. 6 Q. B. 361), where 
directors were held liable on a promissory note, although they 
were described as such; and there is section 26 of the Bills of 
Exchange Act, 1882, which enacts that, where the drawer of a bill 
adds words to his signature indicating that he signs for or on be- 
half of a principal or in a representative character, he is not 
personally liable ; but the mere addition to his signature of words 
describing him as an agent, or as filling a representative character, 
does not ‘exempt him from liability ; and on Dutton v. Marsh and 
the statute JELr, J., held in the present case that the directors 
were personally liable. With deference, we should suggest that 
the provision in the statute as to adding words indicative of a repre- 
sentative character properly applies where the instrument does not 
show a principal who can be sued, as where churchwardens (Rew 
v. Pettet, 1 A. & E. 196), or executors (Liverpool Bant v. 
Waller, 4 De G. & J. 24), sign as such ; and not to a case where 
the drawer signs as director, and the instrument bears on its 
face the name of the company. The principle appears to be that 
a drawer “is personally liable on an instrument unless it clearly 
appears on the face of the instrument that he is an agent only ” : 
Alexander v. Sizer (L. R. 4 Ex. p. 106) ; and in the recent case of 
Chapman v. Smethurst (ante, p. 340) a director who signed just 
after the stamped name of the company, without saying “for” 
or “on account of,” was exempted by the Court of Appeal from 
liability. This seems to differ from the present case only in the 
position on the instrument of the name of the company, and we 
quite admit that the position may be important. At the same 
time the tendency of the cases seems, from a business point of 
view, to be wrong. Where an instrument bears the name of the 
company and is signed by drawers as “directors,” we suggest 
that they ought not to be held personally liable. 


The Maintenance of Illegitimate Children in 
France. 

THE LAW of England, with more regard to natural justice 
than that of France, inquires into the paternity of illegitimate 
children for the purpose of compelling the putative father to 
provide a fund for their maintenance. But in France the 
enactment in paragraph 340 of the Code Civil, by which scrutiny 
into paternity is forbidden, remains unrepealed, though there is 
abundant evidence that a large number of Frenchmen regard it 
as unjust and impolitic. In a case which was recently heard is 
the sixth chamber of the Tribunal of the Seine, evidence was 
given that a West Indian of enormous wealth had cohabited 
with a lady in Paris and that in the period of their intimacy a 
child had been born. Some time afterwards they separated, but 
during eight years he discharged all expenses connected with the 
support and education of the child. At the end of that time he 
refused to make any further payments, and the mother took 
proceedings asking that the court would order him to 
pay an allowance of 500 francs a month for the maintenance 
of the child, a boy, until it attained its majority. The decree 
of the court is as follows: ‘“ Whereas, assuming that a 
contract by the putative father of a child to make an allowance 
for its support and education can be enforced as a civil liability, a 
contract the origin of which is a duty binding on the conscience 
can only be upon the condition that the contract is expressed in 
precise térms and is irrevocable. And whereas the mere fact 
that the defendant during a certain number of years paid the 
amount required for the support of the child is consistent with the 
view that the pa ment was only in disc of a natural obligation, 
a payment which the defendant could discontinue whenever he 
thought proper, in the absence of a formal stipulation which would 
have converted the obligation into a civil contract enforces ble in 
law. The court, for these reasons, held that the defendant 


‘was not liable. In one respect an agreement for the support 





tae + 








BRS Hanae hy MIRE, tig Lone 


426 _ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 








of an —. child is construed more favourably in France 
than in England, inasmuch as it does not require a consideration 
to support it. 


‘*¢ Freak Names.” 


WE READ that the coroner at a recent inquest drew attention 
to the extraordinary and absurd name given to a child by its 
parents, and said that in some foreign states such names were 
prohibited by the law. One is often apt to wish that both 
Christian and surnames could be selected with some regard to the 
convenience of the public, and not left to what the Saturday 
Review, in its palmy days, once described as “ the irresponsib'e, 
combined malignity of sponsors and ancestors.” Not many cen- 
turies have elapsed since the days when the larger proportion of 
Englishmen bore the name of WILLIAM or ROBERT, and those who 
visit Wales at the present day cannot fail to be astonished at the 
extraordinary prevalence of certain surnames. We have been told 
that the names which are borne by many persons of Jewish extrac- 
tion in Germany have been assumed in consequence of injunc- 
tions from the supreme power in the State, but there is little 

rospect of any legislative interference on this subject in the 
Jnited Kingdom, If we may hope that in future years there 
may be some advance in reason and good sense, we may pos- 
sibly expect that Christian names may then be such as may be 
easily pronounced and remembered, and that the practice of 
annexing more than one surname may be discontinued. 


Can a Corporation be Guilty of Manslaughter? 

IN THE case of The People v. The Rochester Railway and Light 
Co., the New York Court of Appeals had recently to con- 
sider whether the company were liable on an indictment for the 
manslaughter of a lady whose death was alleged to be due to an 
escape of gas from a stove improperly fitted up by the company. 
In the judgment, delivered by Hiscock, J., the learned judge 
said that the court had no doubt that a definition of certain forms 
of manslaughter might have been formulated which would be 
applicable to a corporation and which would make it criminally 
liable. But the question remained whether the corporation had in 
fact been made liable for manslaughter in the section relied on by 
the prosecution, and this question the court thought must be 
answered in the negative.. There would seem, according to the 
English authorities, to be no reason why a corporation, acting within 
the sphere of its corporate capacity, should not be shewn to have 
been guilty of such culpable negligence as to constitute man- 
slaughter. And though a corporation cannot be imprisoned, there 
is no reason why it should not be fined, or in special circum- 
stances be subject to the loss of its franchise from the same act 
which would render an individual liable to imprisonment. 








The Report on County Court 


Procedure. 


WE noticed briefly last week the Report of the Committee on 
County Court Procedure. We propose now to consider the sug- 
gestions which it contains more in detail. The Committee was 
appointed by the Lord Chancellor in July last “to consider the 
relations now subsisting between the High Court of Justice and 
the county courts, and to report whether any and what alteration 
or modification should be made in those relations and consequently 
in the jurisdiction and practice of the county courts.” The Committee 
state that they have addressed questions to the county court judges, 
the General Council of the Bar, the various law societies, and 
the Association of Chambers of Commerce of the United King- 
dom, to which they have received numerous replies, containing 
expressions of opinion and suggestions, and they have been 
furnished with observations from the Committee of the County 
Court Registrars’ Association and from some of the county court 
registrars. They have also received comments on the matters 
involved from some of the judges of the Supreme Court. In 
addition they have had before them the Reports of the Judica- 
ture Commissioners of 1869 and 1872, the latter of which contained 
recommendations with regard to county courts, and the Reports of 
the Council of Judges of 1892 and 1896. They state that in 





arriving at their conclusions they have looked to the alterations 
which are likely to be practicable, rather than to perfection, and 
have borne in mind that any changes which might be recommended 
“should not interfere with the speedy trial of small cases, and 
the maintenance of a very simple and inexpensive procedure for 
such cases, and yet should meet the growing demand of the 
country for increased facilities for dealing with all litigation 
locally, expeditiously, and economically, and especially litigation 
in cases of a mercantile nature.” 

The Report commences with an examination of the constitution 
and jurisdiction of the county courts. They were established in 
1846 with a jurisdiction limited to £20 in contract and £5 in 
tort, but without power to try questions of title, or actions of 
ejectment, malicious prosecution, libel, slander, seduction, or breach 
of promise. After an intermediate extension to £50, the com- 
mon law jurisdiction in personal actions was extended in 1903 to 
£100, and there is now also jurisdiction as regards title to cor- 
poreal and incorporeal hereditaments up to an annual value of 
£100, though otherwise the actions just enumerated are still 
excluded. In addition successive statutes have conferred on the 
county courts, not only equitable jurisdiction up to £500, and 
Admiralty jurisdiction up to various limits, but jurisdiction in a 
great number of matters concurrently with or exclusively of the 
High Court, including very extensive jurisdiction in winding u 
and bankruptcy, and under the Employers’ Liability and Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts. In 1872, when much of this jurisdiction 
was still in the future, the second Report of the Judicature 
Commissioners made, with some dissentients, a recommendation 
that the county courts should be annexed to and form 
constituent parts or branches of the then proposed High Court 
of Justice. “It would,” that Report said, “ no longer be necessary 
to preserve separate forms of procedure, and it would be 
possible to provide for the decision of Common Law, Equity 
Admiralty, and Bankruptcy demands by means of one uniform 
simple procedure common to all. jurisdictions.” It was further 
suggested that the county courts should have unlimited jurisdie- 
tion, so that a plaintiff could bring any action there, subject, 
however, to the defendant’s right, where the matter exceeded a 
specified limit, to transfer the action to the High Court. These 
recommendations were not adopted, but the first Report of the 
Judicature Commissioners resulted in the constitution of the 
Supreme Court, which has been followed by the establishment of 
district registries of the High Court, and since then the jurisdiction 
of the county courts has been extended in manner alread 
indicated. The present Report points out that no intelligible 
principle runs through the enactments extending the jurisdic 
tion, and it adds: “It is not surprising to find that, with the 
increase in the ordinary work and the numerous duties cast upon 
the county court judges in many courts, the amount of work 
to be done has reached a point at which the strength of the courts 
us a whole is heavily taxed to cope with it, and the information 
which the Committee has been able to obtain shews clearly that 
attempts to try cases of any length have frequently resulted in 
serious inconvenience and waste of money.” 

From this sketch of the present position of the county courts, 
the Report turns to the High Court ; in particular to the state of 
work on the common law side. Just before the Judicature Acts 
there were eighteen judges of the three common law courts, who 
divided between them the civil and criminal work in London and 
on circuit. “ But,” it is said, “one great difference between the 
arrangements then and now is that then the circuits went out 
together, and there was little work going on in the metropolis 
during the time of the circuits. Hence the members of the bar 
mostly followed the work. When the judges were all in London 
the members of the common law bar were there, and when the 
circuits went out they were followed by most of the bar.” The 
effect of the Judicature Acts was to reduce the éommon law judges 
to fifteen, though this was balanced to some extent by the estab- 
lishment of the Court of Appeal. And since then an effort has 
been made to provide for continuous sittings in London. The 
attempt to combine this with the assizes has been accompanied 
by a great diminution of the business on circuit, which the 
Committee consider to be mainly due to the present system. The 
attention given to circuit work is curtailed in consequence of the 
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uirements of London business, and of the necessity of the ! 


return of judges and counsel to London as soon as the assize 
business can be got through. It is stated that at the Liverpool 
Assizes last December, out of forty-two cases, only fifteen were 
actually tried, fourteen being settled or otherwise dealt with, and 
thirteen remaining over for want of time. One additional judge 
has been appointed in the King’s Bench Division, but the work 
and the length of cases increases—partly, it is said, by reason of 
prisoners being enabled to give evidence—and generally the Report 
represents the state of, and arrangements for, business on circuit as 
unsatisfactory. Suggestions have from time to time been made for 
reforming the circuit system. A general rearrangement of circuits 
was recommended by the Judicature Commissioners, ard proposals 
ina similar sense were made by the Council of Judges in 1892 and 
1896, but these have only resulted in slight. changes. 

In this state of things the County Court Committee find that 
the business of the county courts, notwithstanding its varied nature, 
is being done satisfactorily, while dissatisfaction exists with the 
system under which the civil work outside London is carried on. 
Moreover, the vast mass of the work of the county courts is the 
enforcing of the payment of small debts and claims, and it is 
necessary that the procedure should be kept simple and inexpen- 
sive. The real question for determination, the Committee consider, 
is the best way of dealing with the work in the provinces which 
is beyond the present jurisdiction of the county courts. The sug- 
gestion that the county courts should become part of the High 
Court, with unlimited jurisdiction subject to the defendant’s right 
of transfer over a certain amount, the Committee reject, and they 
state that it does not meet with the approval of a majority of 
those who have communicated with them. Their main reason is 
that the county courts are primarily small debt courts, and the 
work cannot be arranged so as to deal satisfactorily with this work 
and also with lengthy cases. ‘There is,” the Report adds, “the 
very important consideration whether it would be desirable to 
have two grades of High Court judges. The possible difficulty of 
keeping up the very high standard and reputation which has been 
maintained for centuries by his Majesty’s High Court judges, and 
the continuance of which is of the greatest moment, has not in- 
frequently been remarked on where questions have arisen as to 
an increase in their numbers, and if the first suggestion ”—i.e., 
amalgamation with the High Court—“ were adopted it might not 
be with out its effect upon this, even though it might have an 
advantageous effect upon the dignity and position of the judges of 
the suggested inferior branch.” 

The Committee state and consider various other suggestions 
for the disposal of provincial work, and in the result they recom- 
mend that changes should be made in the arrangements for the 
cireuit business of the High Court, and that at the same time an 
alteration should be made as to jurisdiction in the county court by 
consent : namely, that where the county court now has jurisdiction 
by consent, the plaintiff should be at liberty to issue a plaint in 
the county court, subject to the absolute right of the defendant to 
removal to the High Court. But to prevent this from having the 
practical result of transferring the bulk of the larger business to 
the county courts, it is insisted that the facilities for trying High 
Court cases in the provinces must be improved at the same time ; 
and it is recommended that the additional cases brought into the 
county courts should be tried at special sittings to be held from 
time to time at central courts. With regard to provincial High 
Court business, the Committee recommend that the circuit system 
should be entirely remodelled, and that civil business should be 
concentrated at convenient places ; and they think that if the 
High Court was ready to sit in the provinces without pressure, 
and so long as there was any work to be done, and if the 
trial of cases at assizes was made less costly, “there would be 
no anxiety on the part of anyone to press for increasing the 
jurisdiction and work of the county courts, or to take their 
cases to London or deal with them otherwise than in their dis- 
trict.” But it is not contemplated that the concentration would 
apply to criminal business, 

It follows that the High Court judges should be sufficient to deal 
adequately with the work in London and in the provinces, and 
the Committee recommend that the existing number should be 
increased, “They are always working at the highest pressure, 


and yet there are always arrears.” Suggestions are made for re- 
ducing the expense of trials in the High Court ; in particular b 
making the summons for directions effective, and allowing plead- 
ings and interrogatories only where the objects aimed at cannot 
otherwise be attained. The Committee do not recommend any 
change as to the actions which are now excluded from county 
court jurisdiction, nor do they think that the equity cases can 
with advantage be extended. In general, equity matters are not 
suitable for county court jurisdiction, and the equity business, 
within the present limit of jurisdiction, has not increased in the 
last ten years. As to probate cases, the only suggestion made is 
that the existing limit of £500 should be an aggregate limit for 
real and personal estate, and not £300 for real estate and £200 for 
personal estate as at present. The Report gives detailed con- 
sideration to matrimonial cases with a view to diminishing the 
unsatisfactory remedy of permanent separation without divorce, 
and it recommends that a limited jurisdiction in divorce should be 
conferred on county courts, and that at the same time there should 
be a limitation on the present summary jurisdiction to grant 
separation orders. ‘his is a complicated and difficult subject, and 
it is unnecessary to deal with it in detail at present. As to 
Admiralty jurisdiction, the Committee do not favour any extension 
of the present county court jurisdiction, or any change as to 
consent to jurisdiction. 

So far the Report is mainly in favour of improving the arrange- 
ments for the disposal of provincial business in the High Court, and 
the county courts are left untouched, save as to facilitating the 
extension of their jurisdiction by consent. But the concluding 
pages of the Report contain a number of suggestions for the 
rearrangement of county court business and the improvement of 
procedure. It is proposed that many of the smaller courts, where 
the judge’s business is trifling, should be abolished, though not 
necessarily the registrar’s court. The work of different judges 
should be made more uniform, and those on lighter circuits might 
be required to assist those where the business is heavy. ) 
present difficulties and expense arising from adjournments — 
be lessened by taking cases exceeding £50 at special sittings. The 
question of the registrar's jurisdiction is dealt with in connection 
with proposals for facilitating the recovery of liquidated demands. 
Where the amount is over £5, there should be a summary 

rocedure for obtaining judgment unless the defendant files an 
affidavit of defence. here the amount is not over £5, the 
plaintiff should state, when he takes out his plaint, whether he is 
willing for it to be heard by the registrar, and in that case it would 
be so heard unless the defendant required it to be taken to the 
judge. Some observations are made on fees in the High Court 
and county court, and the Committee consider that, for the work 
done, the fees in the county court are not too high. Moreover, 
they do not cover current expenses, and there is no margin for 
reduction. Any reduction, therefore, must depend on State 
assistance. But it is suggested that more use might be made 
of the ad valorem method of charging fees, and that workmen's 
compensation cases should contribute. 

Suggestions are also made as to remitter of actions to the 
county court and transfer to the High Court, and the Report con- 
cludes with some observations on the right of audience, For the 
small work the right of audience of solicitors must remain ; but, 
if there is to be any further transfer of High Court work to the 
county courts, it is pointed out that the exclusive right of audience 
of the bar should be considered. The Committee consider that this 
must depend on the nature of any changes in procedure which 
may be made, and they offer no definite suggestion except that, if 
matrimonial jurisdiction is given to county courts, the bar should 
have exclusive audience. But they “ the hope that in any 
legislation which may be contemplated, due regard will be had to 
the important point of not weakening the position of the bar.” 
They believe that the favourable opinion of the administration of 
justice in the country “is due in great measure to the unique 
position of the bar, and any change in the jurisdiction of our 
superior and inferior courts which would substantially alter that 

sition would have very far-reaching consequences.” The 

port is signed by eight cut of the nine members, but some of 
them add ualifying memoranda. The proposal for increasing the 





judges of the King’s Bench Division can be easily effected if the 







—o 















428 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 











Treasury will consent, and this would facilitate the suggested 
rearrangement of circuit business. But past experience shews 
that the traditional assize system dies hard. 

Upon the Report as a whole, it may be suggested that it fails 
to grasp the present position of the county courts, consequent 
upon the conferring upon them of extensive and important 
jurisdiction, In fact they are no longer small debt collecting 
courts, though this forms a large part of their business. And the 

roposed fresh facilities for jurisdiction by consent, if effective at 
all, will increase their importance. ‘Jhe changes which are 
recommended do not seem to have the element of finality. 








Recovery of Money Lent for 
Gambling. 


Ir is not easy to frame a clear conception of the law, as it 
now exists, with respect to the recovery of gaming debts or money 
lent for gaming. Where general rules have been laid down in 
deciding cases, probable or possible exceptions have often been 
suggested without being plainly stated. The result is that it is 
extremely difficult to say whether a given set of circumstances, 
not exactly resembling those of any actually decided case, will 
be held to fall within a general rule as enunciated in the course 
of a decision. 

The distinctions taken by the Court of Appeal in Moulis 
v. Owen (1907, 1 K. B. 746) and Sazby vy. Fulton, 
decided the other day (Zimes, 26th March), illustrate these 
remarks very strongly. In 1842 the case of Quarrier v. Colston 
(1 Ph. 147) was decided on appeal by Lord Lynpuurst. The 
head note is: “ Money won at play, or lent for the purpose of 
gambling, in a country where the games in question are not 
illegal, may be recovered in the courts of this country.” This 
appears to express accurately the rule to be deduced from the 
decision. The facts were that an I.0.U. had been given by one 
Topi to the defendant, and Tosin’s executor (the plaintiff) 
sought to restrain the defendant from proceeding with an action 
for the recovery of the sum stated in the I.0.U.; the money had 
been lent to Topry for gaming during a tour on the Continent, 
at places like Baden-Baden, etc., where gaming is not illegal. 
The injunction was refused. Lord Lynpnurst said: “As the 
memorandum, therefore, affords primd facie evidence of the 
debt, and as there is nothing to show that any part of it is 
founded upon an illegal consideration, I see no reason why this 
Court should interfere, or why the defendant should not be 
allowed to prosecute his action.” 

In Moulis v. Owen (supra) the defendant had given 
the plaintiff, in Algiers, a cheque on an English bank 
in payment of money lent for playing at baccarat and for 
discharging play debts. By French law the consideration 
would have been valid. The Court of Appeal, by a majority 
(Cotuns, M.R., and Cozens-Harpy, L.J.), held that the amount 
could not be recovered, the action being on the cheque itself. 
Fietcuer Moviton, L.J., dissented. It was held that Quarrier v. 
Colston did not apply, there being in that case no security to 
be treated as null and void, but merely a debt not founded on 
any illegal consideration. Réliance was placed by Coins, M.R., 
on the Gaming Acts, 1845 and 1892, and some doubt was thrown 
by Cozgys-Harpr, L.J., on the correctness of the decision in 
Quarrier v. Colston. The ground of the dissenting judgment of 
Fistcuzr Movirox, L.J., was that the Gaming Acts were 
territorial in their operation, and had no application to 
transactions which took place in a foreign country and were not 
illegal there. Had this been the view taken by the court, there 
would have been no necessity for excising from the general rule 
affirmed in Quarrier v. Colston cases where no actual instrument 
in the nature of a security had been given 

Seeing the way in which the decision in Quarrier vy. 
Colston, and the two Acts passed since, were referred to 
in the judgment of the majority of the court, one 
might have expected a case similar to Quarrier vy. 
Colston to have been decided differently at the present day. A 
decision to the effect that money lent for gambling, even abroad, 


<<a 


where the consideration was not illegal, could not be recovered, 


would also have had the advantage of laying down a broad and 
satisfactory rule. The recent case of Saxby v. Fulton (supra), 
however (though only the judgment of Vauenan Witti4ms, L.J,, 
is reported in full), while not altogether removing the doubt 
thrown upon Quarrier v. Colston, nevertheless treats it as a case 
to be followed under similar circumstances. The circumstances, 
indeed, were singularly like those in the case before Lord Lyyp- 
HuRsT. The plaintiff sued the defendant as the executrix of one 
Brook for money lent to Brook by the plaintiff, and the defence 
was that the money had been borrowed for gambling at Monte 
Carlo, and was therefore not recoverable. As in 1842, the money 
had been lent during the stay of the lender and borrower on 
the Continent, and no cheque, etc., had been given on which 
an action could be brought. Following Quarrier v. Colston, the 
plaintiff was held entitled to recover. The remark of Cozzns- 
Harpy, L.J., in Moulis v. Owen (p. 756), as to the effect of Lord 
LynpHuRst?’s judgment, may be taken to apply to the present 
case, the most recent decision on the subject—“ it leads to the 
strange result that a personal contract made in France may be 
valid if there is no security given for the loan, although if there 
is a security by way of negotiable instrument payable in England, 
both the security and the debt are bad.” 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


JONES v. GREAT CENTRAL RAILWAY CO. Ist and 2nd April. 


DiscoverY—PRIvILEGE—MemBeit Or TraDE Union—Lecat Am— 
Letrers To Socrery Practna Facrs or AtitecepD Wroncru Dts- 
MISSAL BEFORE COMMITTEE—CLAIM THAT SUCH COMMUNICATIONS WERE 
PRIVILEGED. 

The appellant, a signalman, was dismissed from the service of the 
respondent company. He was a member of the Amalgamated Society 
of Railway Servants, and requested that his case should be taken up by 
the society. An action claiming damages for wrongful dismissal 
having been commenced, the railway. company took out a summons 
for discovery of all letters which had passed between the plaintiff 
and the society, giving the society the information which had led 
them to institute proceedings. 

Held, that such letters were not legal professional communications, 
and were not protected by the privilege attaching to such communica- 
tions. 

Appeal by the plaintiff from an order of the Court of Appeal affirm- 
ing an order of Coleridge, J., whereby an order of the Master was 
affirmed, and the appeal therefrom dismissed with costs. Prior to 
the bringing of the action, the appellant had been in the employment 
of the Great Central Railway Co. as signalman, but had been dis- 
missed. He was then, and still is, a member of the Amalgamated 
Society of Railway Servants. The action was brought to recover 
damages from the railway company for alleged wrongful dismissal, 
for breach of an alleged implied contract to give a character to the 
plaintiff, for slander and libel, and for arrears of wages. By rule 12 
a member of the society is entitled, in the events and subject to the 
conditions therein stated, to have legal proceedings instituted by the 
society on his behalf. Such a member must first write to the secretary 
of his branch, who in turn communicates the information received 
by him to the general secretary, with a view to such information 
being placed before the solicitors of the society. The applicant has 
to give the names and addresses of witnesses whom he proposes to call 
to give evidence, and to furnish the fullest information. The de- 
fendants claimed discovery of all the communications which had passed 
between the plaintiff and the society. The plaintiff objected on the 
ground that they were privileged, in that the solicitors to the society 
were, for the purposes of these proceedings, ‘‘his”’ solicitors, and 
the communications by him, although addressed to the secretary, were 
in the same position as communications passing between a solicitor and 
client. Without hearing counsel for the railway company, 

Lord Loresurn, C., in moving that the appeal should be dismissed, 
said he could not see any room for doubting that this case was rightly 
decided by the Court of Appeal. The question was whether these 
documents were privileged from discovery. They were not letters 
written to the solicitor, nor was the secretary of the branch the solici- 
tor’s alter ego. They were a statement of facts on which the society 
were to decide whether the member seeking legal assistance had made 
out a prima facie case to to be placed before the society's legal adviser, 
who was to decide whether, if proceedings were instituted, there was 
a reasonable prospect of success. 

Lords Macnacuren and James or Hererorp concurred. Appeal 
dismissed with costse.—CounseL, Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Norman Craig, 
and Edmond Browne for appellant; Scott Fox, K.C., and Lowent 
for respondent company. Sorscrrons, Pattinson & Brewer; D. H. 
Davies, 











[Reported by Ensxine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.) 
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POSTMASTER-GENERAL v. NATIONAL TELEPHONE CO. (LIM.). 
3rd Feb.; 2nd April. 


TrLEGRAPH—T ELEPHONE—P OSTMASTER-GENERAL—EXEMPTION FROM Ex- 
ctusive Privitece—TerLecrapn ‘‘ Usep Sonety ror Private Use”’ 
—‘‘ MAINTAINED FOR THE Private Use or” A PERSON—TELEGRAPH 
‘Act, 1869 (32 & 33 Vicr. c. 73), ss. 4, 5. 


The exception relating to private telegraphs contained in section 5 
of the Telegraph Act, 1869, does not apply where the private wire 
is frequently used by persons other than the owner, although no charge 
be made by the owner for the use of it by such persons. 

Decision of the Court of Appeal (1908, 2 Ch. 172) reversed. 


Appeal by the Postmaster-General from a judgment of the Court of 
Appeal (reported 1908, 2 Ch. 172), which reversed an order of Swinfen 
Eady, J. (reported 1907, 1 Ch. 621). The Court of Appeal held that 
the private wires in question, constructed by the company under licence 
fiom the Postmaster-General, were not liable to a 10 per cent. royalty 
on the rents received, as the Postmaster-General claimed that they were. 
Among the instances given in the special case were lines between 
different places of business, where allied trades or professions were 
carried on lines connecting the theatrical ticket agency of Keith, Prowse 
& Co. (Limited) with a number of theatres, and also with a number 
of hotels, and communications between broker and merchant, or be- 
tween a corporation and a fire or police station. The Court of Appeal 
held in substance that, so long as no charge was made by the private 
owner, or corporation, for the use of a wire, it could be used by any 
number of persons who had business with him or them, without 
destroying the exception to the Postmaster-General’s monopoly as 
defined by section 5 of the Act of 1869. From that decision the Post- 
master-General appealed. 

Tue House having considered, 

Lord LoresurNn, C., in giving judgment, said he was unable to 
accept the view of the Court of Appeal. Speaking generally, the 
National Telephone Co. alleged that the statutory monopoly of the 
Postmaster-General was limited by section 5 of the Telegraph Act, 
1869, so that any person might, without licence, use his own private 
wire to communicate with any other persons, provided the message 
related to his own business and was transmitted without charge. On 
the other hand, the Postmaster-General said that such a private wire 
could only be used by its owner to transmit messages to and from 
himself, his own servants and agents, except for occasional gratuitous 
use by others of an exceptional kind. The point at issue might be 
conveniently though roughly expressed in the question: ‘‘ May a 

rson use his private wire to send A to A messages (that is, from 

imself to himself), or can he also use it to send A to B messages?”’ 
Which of those views was sound must depend upon the true meaning 
of two paragraphs in section 5 of the Act of 1869, which undoubtedly 
created exceptions to the monopoly granted by the preceding section. 
The first paragraph of the section stated that no charge must be made 
by the owner of the telegraph for transmitting a message, and it must 
relate to his own business, and the telegraph must be maintained or 
used solely for the owner’s private use. That was one owner, not 
several. His lordship thought that implied that the owner 
alone could use the telegraph; it could not be said to 
used solely for his private use if the wire were at the owner’s 
office at one end, and at the other end, or at a _ multitude 
of places throughout its length, it was at the offices of other people 
also, who were not his agents or his servants. The second paragraph 
laid down in addition that the message must relate to the owner’s 
business in order to be used solely for the owner’s private use. It was 
enough that it was maintained for the private use of the corporation, 
company, or person, and no charge made. It seemed to his lordship 
that the design was to allow ‘a third person to use the telegraph, and 
to use it for business in which the corporation, company, or person 
had no concern, provided that the message was sent gratuitously, and 
that the telegraph was maintained for the private use of the corpora- 
tion. In other words, if the real purpose of maintaining the telegraph 
was for private use, outside persons might be allowed to use it for 
their own affairs always on the terms of no charge being made. He 
thought that the Attorney-General was right in describing that as a 
casual and gratuitous use. If the practice were frequent, then the 
piviege would be destroyed. The  smrctenl of both paragraphs, his 
ordship said, was clumsy, and the two were not mutually exclusive ; 
but in substance the latter was a qualification of the earlier, intended 
to allow a certain degree of gratuity. There might be an occasional 
invasion of the monopoly, but it must not be a practice. That con- 
cluded the case in favour of the appellant. 

_The Earl of Haxssury and Lords Macnacnten, Cottis, and 
Gerett concurred in the decision, and the appeal was allowed, with 
costs.—Counsen, Sir W. 8. Robson, A.G., Sir 8S. T. Evans, 8.G., and 
8S. W. Casserley, appeared for the Crown; Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Danck- 
werts, K.C., and H. H. Gaine for the respondent company. Soxtcrrors, 
Sir Robert Hunter; W. EB. Hart 
(Reported by Erskine Rei, Barrister-at-Law.] 


LILLEY AND LILLEY & SKINNER (LIM.) +. IONDON COUNTY 
COUNCIL. 29th and 30th March, 


Lennon Burprinc—GeneraL Buripina Line—Certiricate or Super- 
INTENDING ARCHITECT—AppEAL TO TRIBUNAL OF APPEAL—POWERS OF 
Triunat—Previovs Certiricare IN EXIsTeNCE NOT APPEALED 
Acainst—Res Jupicata—Lonpon Bumpina Act, 1894 (57 & 58 
Vier. c. ccxit.) ss. 22, 24, 25, 182. 


Where a certificate, which has not been appealed against, has been 





given by the superintending architect of metropolitan buildings, the 
general line of building in a street so defined is (in the absence of 
evidence of buildings having been since erected that had altered or 
might alter the line of buildings) res judicata, and the tribunal of 
Appeal has no power to define a line dipering from it. 


Appeal by Thomas Lilley and Lilley & Skinner (Limited) from an 
order of the Court of Appeal (reported 72 J. P. 41; 6 L. G. R. 126). 
In 1898 the superintending architect of metropolitan buildings issued 
a certificate under section $9 of the London Building Act, 1894, definin 
the general line of buildings in a certain length of Pentonville-soad, 
Finsbury, which included the premises Of the appellants, and his 
certificate was not appealed against. In 1906'his successor, agora. 
to act under the same section, issued a certificate defining the gene 
line of buildings in a length of buildings in the same street, includ 
therein inter alia those buildings covered by the certificate of 1898. 
On appeal the tribunal of Appeal varied the latter certificate, and 
purported to define a general line of buildings which, as regarded the 
lergth of the road covered by the certificate of 1898, was much in 
advance of the line thereby fixed. The Court of Appeal, affirming 
the decision of the Divisional Court (reported sub nom. Re Lilley and 
Lilley & Skinner (Limited), 71 J. P. ,» 5 L. G. R. 1070), held, that 
there being no evidence that anything such as the erection of new 
buildings that could in fact affect the buildings in the length of the 
road covered by the certificate of 1898, had taken place since the issue 
of that certificate, the’ matter was res judicata, and that the tribunal 
of Appeal were not justified in defining a line differing from that 
defined in the certificate of 1898. The case for the appellants having 
been argued, without hearing the respondents, 

Lord Lorgsurn, C., said the appeal failed. The first contention 
of the respondents, which was made before the tribunal of Appeal, 
was, that the tribunal of Appeal could not define a general line of 
buildings in that part of the Pentonville-road, other than the general 
line of buildings defined by the superintending architect by his certifi- 
cate dated the 30th of November, 1898, in the absence of evidence of 
buildings having been erected since that date, which might alter, or 
had altered, the general line of buildings in that part of the Penton- 
ville-road. He confined himself to that contention, which he thought 
was a sound one, without entering upon any of the vexed questions 
which might arise outside its scope. The object of the Act was to 
secure a general line of building to which all must conform. If the 
argument of the appellants was to prevail there might sibly be 
almost as many general lines of buildings as there were houses in a 
street. It would be difficult to imagine anything which would cause 
gieater confusion, and no one would be able to tell with confidence 
what was the general line of building beyond which projections were 
not to be permitted. 

Lords MACNAGHTEN, JAMES OF HereForD and SHaw concurred. Ap- 
peal dismissed with costs.—CounsEL, Macmorran, K.C., and Bethune, 
for the appellants; Avory, K.C., and Moresby White, for the re- 
spondents. Sorrcrrors, C. EB. Pettit; Edward Tanner. 

y [Reported by Erskine Ret, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 
MAPEY v. BAKER. No. 1. 26th March. 


SLANDER—Sprrcn By GuarpDIAN RererRinc To Conpuctr or ASSISTANT 
OvVERSEER—PRIvVILEGE—Poor Law AMENDMENT Act, 1844 (7 & 8 
Vicr. c. 101), s. 62. 


A speech made by a member of a board of guardians at a meeting of 
the board with reference to the proper collection of the poor rate in 
a parish in their union by an assistant overseer is privileged. 


Appeal by the plaintiff in an action for ps for slander. Thé 
plaintiff was assistant overseer for the parish of Thundersley in the 
Rochford Union in the county of Essex, and the defendant was the 
chairman of the board of guardians of that union. At a meeting of 
the guardians at which the defendant was in the chair a letter was 
laid before the board which had been sent to the clerk of the Rochford 
District Council complaining that the plaintiff was constantly away 
from his office when persons went there to pay their rates. The 
defendant then, as the plaintiff ope ve addressed the board, using the 
following words constituting the alleged slander in respect of which 
the action was brought :—‘t Undoubtedly there is a good deal of 
friction in Thundersley ; people call to pay the rates ; the collector is 
out, and the next thing is a summons. I cannot help thinking that 
other matters are brought in to annoy the ratepayers.’" The defence 
was that if the words were used they were not defamatory, and were 
spoken and published on a privileged occasion bond fide without malice 
and in the om belief that they were true. Walton, J., held that 
the words spoken were defamatory, but were spoken on a privileged 
occasion without malice, and judgment was entered for the defendant, 
but without costs. At the close of the appellant's case, 

Tue Cover (Vavenay Wittiams, Bucxtey, and Kennepy, L.JJ.) dis- 
missed the appeal. A board of one in view particularly of the 
authority given them by section 62 of the Poor Law Amendment Act, 
1844, to apply to the Local Government Board for power to appoint 
a collector of poor rates from a parish within their union, were so far 
concerned in the proper collection of the poor rate that, for the —— 
of the law of libel and slander, a speech made by a member of the 
beard at a meeting of the board with reference to the way in which 
rates were collected by a collector was privileged.—Counset, Dickens, 
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K.C., and Colam, for the plaintiff; Hohler, K.C., and EZ. E. 
Humphreys, for the defendant. Soticrrors, Thorne, Mockeridge, 
Owles, Inmmer, & Wood; Kingsford, Dorman, & Co., for W. & F. 
Gregson, Southend-on-Sea. 

[Reported by Ersxine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SHIRT v. CALICO PRINTERS’ ASSOCIATION (LIM.). No. 2. 
25th March. 


Masten AND SeRVANT—WoRKMEN’S CoMPENSATION—DEATH FROM 
Accripent—OperATION—Novus Actus INTERVENIENT—WORKMEN’S 
Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Epw. 7, c. 58), s. 1. 


A workman met with an accident in the course of his employment 
and an operation was successfully performed. Subsequently it became 
necessary to perform the operation of grafting skin in order that the 
werkman might get the full benefit of the first operation. The work- 
man died under anesthetics on the occasion of the second operation. 

Held, that the test was whether the step taken to obviate the conse- 
ome of the accident was a reasonable one, and that the evidence 

cing that it was, the workman’s representatives were entitled to com- 
pensation. 


This was an appeal from an award by his Honour Judge Reginald 
Brown, sitting at the Ashton-under-Lyne County Court as an arbitrator 
under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. A claim for com- 
pensation under the Act was made by the widow of a deceased work- 
man under the following circumstances: Her husband was in the 
employ of the respondent company, and on the 30th of October, 1908, 
he met with an accident arising out of and in the course of his 
employment by his hand being caught between two rollers. He was 
admitted to the infirmary. The hand was badly crushed, but as 
there was a slight connection to supply blood from the forearm 
the surgeon hoped that he might be able to avoid the necessity of 
on the hand. He accordingly put the man under chloroform 
and cleaned the hand. The operation, which was described as a bold 
experiment, was successful, and the man was temporarily discharged. 
In order to prevent contraction, which would have rendered the hand 
rigid and practically useless, it was necessary in December to perform 
the operation of grafting skin. The second operation being painful, 
though not dangerous, an anesthetic was administered, and he died 
under the anesthetic. The county court judge dismissed the applica- 
tion. The widow appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fiercuer Movtton and 
Farwett, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., said that the appeal raised a curious and not 
unimportant point. A workman met with an accident to his hand 
which was badly crushed. It was admitted that he was bound to 
undergo an operation of some kind. It was said that the usual opera- 
tion would have been to amputate the hand. That, of course, was an 
operation which would reasonably have involved the use of an anzsthe- 
tic, and if the man had in that case died by reason of the administra- 
tion of the anzsthetic, counsel for the respondents, who had put for- 
ward every reason that could be urged, admitted that it could not 
have been contended that the employers would not have been liable. 
Instead of this an extremely skilful surgeon performed an operation 
vkich would preserve the hand and make the man, not a maimed man 
for life, but an able-bodied workman, so as to relieve the employers 


* fiom liability. An anzsthetic was administered at the first stage of 


the operation with success, but the hand would have been stiff and 
useless unless a further simple but pzinful operation had been per 
formed. That was really a second step in one operation which the 
surgeon thought necessary to perform. Unhappily death ensued on 
the administration of the anzsthetic. In these circumstances the court 
was asked to say that the county court judge was right, when 
he held that there was no liability on the part of the employers, be- 
csvse the operation waz a bold experiment. With great respect to the 
judge, he seemed to have misdirected himself. The true test 
was whether the step which was taken to obviate the consequences of 
he accident was a reasonable step. On this point the evidence was all 
me way. The county court judge had not applied his mind 
to this question, or admitted it as the true test by which his decision 
orght to be governed. He had said that the first operation was a 
bold one, and though it was successful there was some vice inherent 
in the transaction, because the second operation involved the adminis- 
tration of an anzsthetic which caused death. The judge had 
misdirected himself, for the step taken by the workman was not only 
courageous, but in the interests of his employers. The case must go 
back to the county court, not for rehearing, but to assess the amount 
of compensation 

Fretcuer Moviton and Farwert, L.JJ., agreed.—Counsex for ap- 
pellant, Shakespeare; for respondents, (Gordon Hewart. Soticrrors, 
Collyer-Bristow, Curtis & Co., for Baguley, Ashton-under-Lyne; 
Hewitt, Urquhart, & Co., for F. 8. Rhodes, Manchester. 

(Reported by J. I. Srrettxo, Barrister-at-Law.] 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re SMITH-BOSANQUET’S TRUSTS. Eve, J. 6th April. 
Wiu1—Hetreto0oms—-Beqvest or Cuarrets to co witn Serriep Lanp— 
Excerr Anricirs wot Surrarits von Herntooms—Ricut or Sevecrion 
1x Teveress. 
A testator bequeathed all his furniture and effects and articles of 
household or personal use and ornament at hia residence, except auch 





articles as his trustees should not consider suitable to be retained ag 
heirlooms upon trust, to allow the same to be used by the person 
entitled to the possession of the settled land. 

Held, that the court ought not to interfere with the decision of the 
trustees as to what articles were suitable to be retained as heirlooms. 


This was an adjourned summons asking that it might be determined 
what articles were comprised ina gift of heirlooms, and whether the 
plaintiff was bound to sign an inventory of the heirlooms made by tha 
executors and trustees of the testator. It appeared that the testator, 
Horace James Smith-Bosanquet, who died on the 28th of March, 1907, 
by his will, dated the 30th of June, 1905, bequeathed all his pictures, 
miniatures, prints, statues, sculptures, articles of vertu, books, china, 
glass, furniture, and articles of household or personal use or ornament 
at Broxbornebury at the time of his death and not thereby disposed 
of, except such articles as his trustees should not consider suitable to 
be retained as heirlooms, upon trust to allow the same to be used and 
enjoyed so far as the law permitted by the person for the time being 
entitled to the possession of his residuary real estate thereby settled. 
And the testator directed that an inventory of the heirlooms should 
ke taken in duplicate as soon as convenient after his death, and each 
copy should be signed by the person entitled to the possession of the 
heirlooms. And the testator empowered the trustees from time to time 
to inspect the heirlooms and to provide for the custody, preservation, 
repair, and insurance thereof, and he declared that the heirlooms from 
time to time with the consent of the trustees might be exchanged or 
other articles substituted at the expense of the usufructuary for the time 
being. The testator also declared that in the case of all specific 
bequests the decision of his trustees should be absolutely conclusive 
as to what was intended to pass thereby. After the death of the 
testator, the trustees made an inventory which the applicant, who was 
tenant for life in possession, alleged contained articles which were 
not suitable to be retained as heirlooms, such as hip-baths, stewpans, 
children’s story-books, and other similar articles of household use. 
The tenant for life objected to such articles being included in the 
inventory, because of the difficulty of preserving and identifying them, 
and he tcok out this summons to have it determined whether they 
ought to be so included. 

Eve, J., said he felt a certain amount of sympathy with the argument 
addressed to him on behalf of the tenant for life, but the argument 
was one which would have been more properly addressed to the 
testator himself. By his will the testator bequeathed to his trustees all 
his pictures, books, furniture, and household effects in or about his 
residence at the time of his death upon trust to allow the same to be 
used by the person for the time being entitled to the possession of his 
settled land, but he excepted such articles as his trustees should not 
consider suitable to be retained as heirlooms. He possibly thought 
that there might be some contention as to what articles were suitable, 
and accordingly he declared that in the case of specific bequests the 
decision of the trustees should be conclusive as to what was intended 
to pass thereby. The trustees had an inventory prepared, and having 
considered it, rejected certain articles as unsuitable to be retained as 
heirlooms. The result was that the articles not rejected passed under 
the bequest and went as heirlooms with the real estate. His lordship 
did not see his way to make any order which would invalidate the 
selection or the decision of the trustees. There would therefore be 
no order on the summons except that the costs be paid out of the 
residuary estate.—CounsrL, Hughes, K.C., and Clausen, for the appli- 
cant; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Northcote, for the trustees ; Ashworth 
James for remaindermen. Soricirors, Thorowgood, Tabor, & Hard- 
castle; Trower, Still, Freeling, & Parkin. 

[Reported by S. E. Writitiams, Barrister-at-Law.] 








Societies. 
Sclicitors’ Benevolent Association. 


The usual monthly meeting of the board of directors of this associa- 
tion was held at the Law Society’s Hall on the 14th inst., Mr. Walter 
Dowson in the chair, the other directors present being Sir John 
Hellams and Messrs. W. C. Blandy (Reading), J. F. N. Lawrence, 
C. G. May, C. B. Thring (Bath), Maurice A. Tweedie, and J. T. 
Scott (secretary), A sum of £610 was distributed in grants of relief, 
four new members were admitted, and other general business was 
transacted. 








Six wills made in the 16th century by parishioners of South Weald, 
Exsex, have, says the 7'imes, been discovered by the rector, Canon 
Fraser, who reproduces them in his parish magazine. The following 18 
a fair specimen of one of them :—‘‘ In dei nomine, Amen, 11th Novr., 
1538. t Sehn Lytman, of South Welde, in the apuntie of Essex, in 
my laste will, etc., bequethe to the high awtar [altar] 8d., and to the 
reparacons of the churche 2s. To Thomas Lytman, my sonne, one 
pzicelle of lande also one tenemente called Lames, condycion 
ally that if Thomas, the eonne of John Lytman, my sonne, will Le 
centente to give the howee called John Lytman’s howse unto Thomas, 
my sonne, and make a dede of gyfte of it to him, then Thomas my 
sonne shalle divr. uppe the eerender of the howse called Lames unto 
Thomas, the sonne of my sonne John. To iny wyffe Joan 40s. a yeare 
for lyffe, the wheate in the berne, and the howseholde stuffe. To 
daughter Alice my beste cowe, one qr. of wheate, one qr. of oates, and 
one sowe hogge.”’ 
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Law Students’ Journal. 


The Law Society. 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION. 

The vagiy: ; eandidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Intermediate Examination held on the 24th and 25th 
of March, 1909 :— 

First Ciass. 


Bowles, Edward 
Charnley, Reginald 


Harris, Evan Arthur 

Hayter, Sydney Herbert 
Highway, William Leonard 

Evans, Walter Vaughan Hinton, John Arthur 

Fenton, John Hodgson, William Harry, B.A. 
Gardner, Philip Murray (Camb.) >. 

Hammond, Edward Watkin *Hughes, Lewis Reginald, B.A. 
Holland, Basil Thomas (Lampeter) 

Hopkins, Richard Egbert *Huxtable, Charles Hubert An- 


Lauderdale, Edward Osborn thony 
McBride, Walter, B.A. (Oxon. ) Jessop, Joseph Wilfrid, B.A. 
Malcom, Archibald (Oxon.) 


Munsey, Laurence’ George Hens- Jones, Felix Ernest 
man *Jones, Ruben Nelson 
Offen, Alfred John Keer, Joseph Ibottson 
Priestman, Stephen : Kent, William Henry 
Skinner, Edgar Louis, B.A. *Lambert, Norman Forster 
(Oxon.) tos Lewenstein, John 
Tee, Richard Harry Riding *Lines, Thomas Price 


Watmough, Cyril William, B.A. *Llewellyn, George William 
(Oxon.) Thomas 
Wood, Tom *Loe, Arthur Eustace 
PASSED. *Loftus, Robert Barham 


*Abel, Bertram Albert 
Abrahams, Lionel 
*Andrews, Arthur Newton 
Annett, James Bertram *Mear, Harry Robert Fowler 
Baker, Hugh Hassard *Miskin, Charles Leonard 
*Barnard, George William, B.A. Mosse, Sydney Hugh 
(Camb.) Nathan, Sea Louis 
Batley, Charles Gurson Nicholson, William Henry 
Bensley, Harold Foster *O’Connell, Edmond John Day 
*Bolton, Hugo Henry Neynoe Phillips, Howard Gwynne 
*Boulton, Ormonde Preston, Francis Noel Dykes 
*Briggs, John James Preston, George Matthias 
Brown, Henry Oswald Price, Hubert Davenport 
Carroll, Revis *Relph, Hugh Spencer 
*Chaffers, Edward Mitchell Rigby, Noah Augustus 
Clarke, Noél Oliver, B.A. (Oxon.) Roscoe, William 
“Cowley, John Norman, B.A. Ruston, Philip Augustus Sowerby 
(Camb.) Sandbach, Frank Stainton 
Crocker, William Charles *Scott, Francis Gerald 
*Cruesemann, Carl Heinrich Ed- *Seaward, George Scott 
ward Sharples, Richard Edgar 
Dimock, John Francis Douglas Sloan, Cuthbert Hannington 
Dixon, James Maurice Stapleton, Reginald Walker 
“Downes, John Nowell Taylor, James Edward 
*Flint, Henry Thomas, David Owen, B.A. 
*Foot, Patton Bowyear Drum- (Wales) 
_mond-Hay *Thompson, Herbert 
Ford, Ronald Mylne, B.A. (Camb.) Thompson, William Cyril, B.A. 
Francis, Guy Lancelot Breverton, (Camb.) Y 


*Lowther, Harold Roy 
Matson, Columban 
Mawer, Edward Stanley 


A B.A. (Camb.) Thomson, Spencer, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Fraulo, Salvatore Thrupp, Raymond Melville 
Frazier, Rowland Wynne Way, Leslie Bolitho 


‘Graham, Eric Gore *Webber, Harold 
“Greaves, Alan, B.A. (Camb.) *Wilkinson, Noel Read Ellershaw, 
Griffith, Llewelyn, B.A. (Lam- B.A. (Oxon.) 

peter) Wilson, Alfred 
Hardwicke, Charles James Wood, Henry Stanley 

Hare, Evan Alfred Amyas Wooldridge, Charles Stanley 
Harries, Thomas Marchant *Woulfe, Gerald Lascelles 

Number of candidates ... .. 142 Passed ... -. 105 


“These candidates have to satisfy the Examiners in Accounts and 
Book-keeping before receiving a certificate. 
CANDIDATES FOR EXAMINATION IN ACCOUNTS AND BooK-KrEPIne Onny. 
Beaumont, John Lionel, LL.B. Eames, John Wallace, B.A. 
(Camb.) Res : * (Camb. ) 
Braune, Friedrich Wilhelm Englefield, William Alexander 
Clerk, Aylmer Gustavus Devereux 
Colbourne, Geoffrey Fenton-Jones, Douglas William 


Coleman, Clarence Watkins Fenton 

Compston, Gerald Edmonds, B.A., Gunner, Walter Robin, B.A. 
_UL.B. (Camb.) (Camb.) 

Cook, Victor Chandler, B.A. Hannam, Cecil Denbigh, B.A. 
(Camb.) Harrison, Clifford (Oxon. ) 


Coxon, Thomas Roger Heap, Edmund Theod 
Davis. Herbert Amphlett Suowhe, Geoffrey ms 
© Pennington, Alan, LL.B. Layfield, Alan 
(Lond.) Livesey, John William 


Mercer, Philip William Stephens, Harold Edric 
Monks, Charles Phethean Theophilus, Stanley Cecil, B.A., 
Norris-Elye, Leonard Fowne Stern- LL.B. (Camb.) s 

dale, B.A. (Camb.) Ward, Harold Austin, B.A. 
Pollitt, William Herbert, LL.B. (Oxon.) 
(Liverpool) Wells, Howard Forrester 
Reynolds, Edward Royle Wilkinson, William Elmslie 
Ross, Arthur William Willcock, Robert Bertram 

Number of candidates... .. 39 Passed . ... oa ae 

By order of the Council, 
8. P. B. Bucxni, Agsistant Secretary. 

Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 8th April, 1909. 


FINAL EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Final Examination held on the 22nd and 23rd of 
March, 1909 :— 

Adams, Ludwig Fritsch Henstock, John 
Aldridge, Gerald Ashburner Moor- Hutchinson, Arthur St. Clare 

ing Johnson, Charles Reginald 
Almack, Richard Lawton, George Hampson 
Anthony, John Richard Lister, Herbert Dixon 
Apsimon, Estyn Denglas, LL.B. Lovelace, Thomas White 


(Liverpool) McCully, Alexander William 
Atkinson, George Marshall, Edward Ralph, B.A. 
Banes, Arthur Edward (Oxon.) 


Merrick, Laurence Bruce 
Millard, Wilfred John 

Mote, Lionel Gordon 
Newton, Frank 

Norris, Robert, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Nottidge, Thomas 

Ormerod, George Riley 


Bartelmeh, Alfred Leonhardt 
Baxter, James Dawson 
Blackwell, Basil Bernard 
Blenkinsop, Henry Maxwell 
Bolton, yee | 
Bracey, Geoffrey John 
Butcher, Robert Whittaker 
“anton, William John Price, John Edwards Nesbitt 
Charles-Jones, Ernest Prior, Percy Neville, B.A. (Oxon.) 
Clapham, Norman Greenwood Ridler, Francis James, LL.B. 
Clarke, Henry Harold (Lond. 
Collins, Henry Aikeroyde Sockett, Albert Edwin 
Connop, Geoffrey Richard, B.A. Spinney, Ronald Henry 
(Oxon.) Stubbins, George Vincent Bear- 
Cooper, Philip Edward parke 
Croston, Richard Arthur Stutfield, John Gregory, B.A., 
Croysdale, James LL.B. (Camb.) 
Surtis, James Henry Nelson Taylor, Herbert Clifford Brooke 
Dobson, Robert Francis Tavlor, William Edward, B.A. 
Dowling, Ralph Patrick O’Brien (Camb.) 
England, Frank, B.A., LL.B. Thomas, Cyril Stanley 
(Camb.) Thompson, Victor Herbert 
Fernell, William Tudor Todd, Robert Geoffrey 
Field-Fisher, Caryl Hillyard Trotter, Aubrey Robert Gillett, 
Fletcher, Mark Johnson B.A. (Oxon.) 
Gilbert, Bertie John Tunbridge, Norley Frederick, B.A. 
Gramshaw, Hugh (Oxon.) 
Green, Arthur, B.A. (Oxon.) Tyler, Arthur 
Griffiths, Frederick Weir, Alan Lorimer 
Hall, Henry Sydney Hoffman Widdows, Charles James 
Harris, Cuthbert Penlington Wilkinson, John Ga 
Harston, Thomas Yates, Arthur Gerald Vavasour 
Number of candidates ... .. 14 Passed ... ee, 
By order of the Council, 
S. P. B. Bucky, Assistant Secretary, 
Law Society’s Hall, Chancery-lane, 8th April, 1909. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Tue BrrauincHam Law Srupents’ Socrery.—At a meeting of the 
above society, held at the Law Library, Bennetts Hill, Mr. R. A. 
Willes, barrister, in the chair, the following moot point was 
debated :—“‘ The Greenwood Urban District Council bring an action 
in the High Court against John Jones, and judgment is given 
for the latter. The Urban District Council appeal and the appeal is 
dismissed. The point involved in the action was whether a certain 
pipe was a drain or a sewer. Several conflicting decisions on the dis 
tinction between a drain and a sewer had been given by the Court of 
Appeal, but no case had been carried to the House of Lords. The 
Greenwood’ Urban District Council recognising that the question at 
issue was of general interest, invited other local authorities to con- 
tribute towards the costs they would incur in an appeal to the House 
of Lords, and the Wellington Urban District Council contributed £190. 
John Jones commences an action against the Wellington Urban Dis- 
trict Council for maintenance. Will he succeed!"’ Mr. H. F. Bensley 
opened in the affirmative, and was supported by Messrs. R. W. Frazier, 
M. 8S. Corby, T. H. Knight, 'T. B. Pritchett, G."A. Baker, H. Birkett- 
Barker, and T. R. Owens, Mr. R. R. C. Yates opened in the negative 
and was supported by Messrs. H. V. Argyle, R. N. Jones, 0. F. 
Gloster, and C. H. Morgan. After the openers had replied, the chai 
man summed up, and on the question being put to the meeting 
negatives won by ten votes to seven. A hearty vote of thanks to 
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chairman for presiding concluded the proceedings. 
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- The Report of the Committee on 
~ -County Court Procedure. 


This report occupies no less than thirty-seven pages of a large-sized 
folio Parliamentary paper. The terms of reference to the committee 
are “‘to consider the relations now subsisting between the High Court 
of Justice and the County Courts, and to report whether any or what 
alteration or modification should be made in those relations, and con- 
sequently in the jurisdiction and practice of the County Courts.” After 
considering many matters at considerable length, and rejecting the 
suggestion that the County Courts should become branches of the High 
Court, the committee proceed to consider whether any alterations should 
be made in the County Court practice. They state their conclusions 
as follows :— 

1. Abolition of certain smaller Courts, Rearrangement of Circuits 
and Districts—Registrars’ Courts.—The places at which County Courts 
are held are based upon arrangements made in 1846 in accordance with 
the then existing means of communication. On each Circuit there are 
a number of towns where County Courts are held in which the busi- 
ness of the Judge is trifling, often not occupying more than an hour, 
and sometimes, with the exception of one or two judgment summonses, 
there is no business for the Judge to do. We suggest that, having 
regard to the present means of communication, many of the smaller 
Courts might be abolished, and the Circuits and districts rearranged, 
or that the Judge should not necessarily be compelled to hold Judge’s 
Courts at these towns. It is advisable, however, that Registrars’ 
Courts should be held in these smaller towns, at which the Registrar 
might deal with undefended actions and cases under the £5 limit 
hereafter mentioned, and transfer the others to the central or other 
convenient Court, and the Judge, if he found it necessary, might still 
have power to go to sit where the Registry had been retained. For 
debt-collecting purposes the Registrars’ Courts might be held more 
frequently than at present. If it is found not practicable to abolish 
the Judge’s sittings in any of these towns, we recommend that in Courts 
where the plaints are under 400 the Judge might be empowered to 
reduce the sittings to four days in the year, where the plaints are 
under 700 to six, and where the plaints are under 1,000 to eight. We 
are of opinion that the number of the sittings by the Judge might be 
made more uniform, and that this might be accomplished either by a 
rearrangement of the different Circuits or by nominating some of the 
Judges on the lighter Circuits to assist in those where the work is 
heavier. If all the Judges were required to sit about the same amount 
of time in the year there would be ample time at the Judges’ disposal 
to deal with a considerable increase of business, and there would be a 
material increase of available judicial strength if it could be found 
practicable to extend the experiment which has been successfully made 
in the suppression of Circuit 22, by dealing with one or more Circuits 
in the same manner, which would enable one or more Judges to assist 
the busier Circuits. 

2. Absorbing Districte.—We further suggest that, where it is prac- 
ticable, with a due regard to economy, as vacancies occur in the 
Registrarship some of the present districts might be absorbed into the 
adjoining ones. This refers more particularly to the smaller towns 
already referred to. We do not propose that where districts are thus 
incorporated the Courts which have hitherto been held in the absorbed 
district should necessarily be abolished, but that each of the Courts 
should be available for the whole of the incorporated district, and that 
the question at which of the towns actions are to be tried should be 
under the control of the Judge, to be exercised with due regard to the 
convenience and requirements of the suitors. If the extended districts 
cannot be properly managed by one Registrar this contingency could 
be met by the appointment of joint Registrars. 

3. Jurisdiction where Action in wrong Court.—The jurisdiction of 
the Judge should not be ousted because a plaintiff has brought his 
action in a wrong Court, but in such cases the Judge should, if he 
thinks fit, try the action, or remove the same into the proper Court, 
making any order as to costs which he thinks just. This recommenda- 
tion applies especially to districts in the same Circuit. The change in 
railway communications makes it more convenient in a great number 
of cases for the parties and witnesses resident in one district to try 
their cases in an adjoining district. We think greater facilities should 
be given to the Judges than are conferred by section 85 of the Act 1888 
to order the trial of actions assigned to one district in another of his 
district. This section does not, apparently, enable the Judge to act 
ez mero motu. The above suggestions, if adopted, would remove the 
barrier which prevents a Judge distributing the trial of actions at 
different towns on his circuit by reason of the system of exclusive juris- 
diction of each district. 

4. Committalz.—_We have not deemed it advisable to consider or 
make any report on the question of enforcing orders for payment by 
commitment, as this question is being considered elsewhere, but we may 
notice that an alteration in this respect would have a considerable 
effect on the time of the Judges, and give them much more time to 
devote to their other work. Assuming that section 5 of the Debtors 
Act is not repealed, a considerable economy of the Judges’ time could 
be effected by the Registrar going through the list of judgment sum- 
monses and hearing each one in the first instance, and . should have 


power to make new orders for payment, or adjourn the application for 
committal on such conditions as are just, and should send the other 
cases to the Judge to be dealt with. 

5. Cases over £0), &c., to be heard at Special Sitting.—We suggest 








further that cases in which more than £50 is claimed, and any case 
which the Judge thinks necessary, should be heard at special sittings 
at certain Central Courts to be fixed upon for the purpose, or by 
special order of the Judge at another Court. Any long case may at 
present upset all the arrangements possible, and necessitate adjourn- 
ments and great loss of time and expense to litigants. 

It is hardly possible in this report to work out the details of this 
proposal. But if it were adopted, no doubt each County Court Judge 
and his officials could furnish the necessary information for carrying 
it out. 

6. Change as to Submitting to Jurisdiction.—The change in the mode 
of submitting to the jurisdiction already stated above should be 
adopted. 

Registrars’ Powers. 


7. Registrars.—The figures already given show these two prominent 
points : (a) that the average amount recovered in the cases is under 
£5; and (6) that the great bulk of the cases are really in respect of 
claims to enforce small debts, and are undefended. The Judge has, as 
already stated, at present to waste time in going to places where there 
is little or no work to do, and in waiting at all places until the 
undefended cases are disposed of, and the cases are sent up to him. 
It would be desirable if he were only to attend as and when there was 
matter which needed his presence,  Retves him more time and oppor- 
tunity to deal with the more important work at centres. We think the 
principle to be adopted is for the Registrar to deal with undefended 
claims for debts in the manner hereafter proposed, and small cases of 
the same kind in which the parties consent to his doing so. Except 
to this extent we do not consider that the Registrars should have power 
to dispose of cases in which there is any contest. The poorest litigant 
is entitled to have his case heard by the Judge appointed for the pur- 
pose if he wishes it. 

To deal with these matters satisfactorily the Registrars should be 
able to exercise their powers without the presence of the Judge, and 
as contemplated by the first section of the Bill of last year, though 
a Bill does not deal with the signing of Judgments except at a 

ourt. 

It would be desirable that the Registrars at the Central Courts, and 
elsewhere so far as possible, should be salaried officials, and should 
cease private practice. Wherever there is a High Court registry and 
a County Court registry in the same place, the offices and officers should 
be consolidated. 

8. The effective means of utilising the Registrars in these respects 
af:pears to us to be to divide the cases in three classes : (1) cases other 
than those of liquidated demands which must be heard by the Judge; (2) 
cases of liquidated demands exceeding £5; and (3) cases of similar 
demands not exceeding £5. process is required by which cases (2) 
and (3) shall be readily dealt with where there is no defence without 
bringing the parties twice before the Registrar or Judge, as might be 
ths case if Order 14 of the Supreme Court Rules were adopted. 

Liquidated Demands exceeding £5.—The present procedure in cases 
of liquidated demands exceeding £5 should be altered. A much more 
effective procedure might be adopted, somewhat similar to that sanc- 
tioned by the Rule Committee in the case of the Mayor’s Court. The 
substance of the process should be a default summons supported by 
affidavit on the part of the plaintiff and served personally or by leave 
by substituted service and judgment unless the defendant pays into 
Covrt or files an affidavit showing a defence, set-off or counter-claim. 
A form of affidavit to be filled up should be served with the summons. 
If default were made, the Registrar would enter judgment 
for the plaintiff for the claim, or such part as was not covered by the 
payment or affidavit of the defendant, and if no default, or so far as 
there was not default, the case would then stand for trial by the 
Judge. The affidavit of.the defendant might merely be sent to the 
Registrar by post or delivered to him and the parties should not be 
required to attend to discuss it and incur the expense of doing so, for 
if it disclosed any reasonable defence at all it should be sufficient to 
prevent judgment by default. The process should not apply to 
domestic or menial servants, labourers, servants in husbandry, journey- 
men, artificers, handicraftsmen, miners, or any person engaged in 
manual labour (see Order 5, Rule 15, of present County Court Rules). 
Provision should be made for the defendant offering by notice, annexed 
to the form of affidavit, to pay by instalments, which the plaintiff 
might accept, or, if not, notice should be given to the parties to 
attend to settle this question with a power to appeal on it to the 
Judge. ‘The necessary powers would have to be conferred upon the 
Registrars to deal with these cases, whether sitting at their Courts 
without the Judge or when attending him, and a right of appeal to the 
Judge given to the defendant on terms as to costs and payment as 
the Judge might direct. 

Liquidated Demands not exceeding £5.—Cases of liquidated demands 
not exceeding £5 might well be dealt with by requiring the plaintiff to 
state when he takes out his plaint whether 4 requires the case to be 
heard before the Judge, or is willing to let it be disposed of by the 
Registrar, and if the latter then by permitting the ordinary summons 
to intimate that unless notice of an intention to defend before the 
Judge were given the case would be heard by the Registrar on a day 
mentioned in the notice, and that if notice of defence before the Judge 
were given, it would be heard by the Judge on a day mentioned in the 
notice or a further notice, and that if the defendant admitted the claim, 
or part, he should so state in order to prevent the necessity of the 
plaintiff bringing witnesses, and state if he wished to pay by instal- 
ments. A form of notice to be returned should be annexed to the 
plaint served. If no notice of defence before the Judge were sent in, 
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the Registrar would hear and dispose of the case, and deal with pay- 
ment by instalments, but if such notice were sent in, the case would 
go for very bel the Judge. Provisions similar to those already men- 
tioned might be made for dealing with an offer to pay by ins ents. 
Power would have to be given to the Registrar to hear these cases if 
nctice were not given, and to settle the question of instalments. Power 
might also extend to hearing them by consent of the parties at the 
time of the Judge’s sitting if then the parties wished it. There should 
be a right in a defendant of appeal to the Judge on terms as to costs 
and payment as the Judge might direct. 

9. The present default summons under section 86, and that-under 
the Bills of Exchange Act, should be abolished, and rules made to 
cerry out the new procedure. 

10. Service of Process.—It has been suggested to us that the present 
mode of service of County Court process is apt to invelve hardship 
in many cases where wives obtain goods without the husband’s know- 
ledge, and keep the knowledge of the summons from him, but we 
think that these cases should be specially dealt with by County Court 
rules, and that it is undesirable to make personal service of County 
Court summonses obligatory in all cases. We think, however, that in 
cases over £100 personal service should be required unless by leave of 
the Judge or Registrar. We also think that acceptance of service bya 
duly authorised solicitor for the defendant in any case should be 
sufficient. 

11. Fees.—The general principle on which fees in Courts of Justice 
in this country have been based seems to be that the State should pay 
for the provision or erection of Courts of Law and the maintenance 
of the permanent Judges, while the current yearly expense of main- 
taining the Courts and officials and other incidental expenses should 
be defrayed from the current fees chargeable to suitors. The current 
expenses of the Supreme Court are nearly the same as the amount of 
fees received. The current expenses of the County Courts 
are more than the amount of fees received. A _ great deal 
of misconception appears to prevail about the County Court 
fees, which it is said are too high, but this seems generally 
to arise from a comparison being made between the uniform 
fees in the High Court with the highest point in the County Court 
scale. The figures obtained from the Treasury show that so far as 
the suitors in the County Courts are concerned, collectively their 
average burden is far less than that imposed upon the body of suitors 
in the Supreme Court. 

As regards the suitors individually, it is to be pointed out that while 
it is true that the plaint fee in an action in the County Court for a 
sum of £10 or over exceeds the fee on issuing a writ in the High 
Court; that the hearing fee in an undefended action is as high, or 
higher, than that on entering judgment in the High Court for default 
of appearance or under Order 14, Rules of Supreme Court Rules; that 
the execution fee in the County Court is much higher than that on 
issuing a writ of execution in the High Court; and that the bailiffs’ 
possession fees are higher than those of the sheriff, yet the reason is 
twofold, viz., that the County Court, in return for the fees charged, 
does, or is ready to do, a great deal more work for the suitor than the 
High Court, and that the County Court fees are charged on an ad 
valorem scale while those in the High Court are uniform. 

Thus : on the issue of a writ all that the High Court does for the fee 
of 10s. paid is to examine the writ prepared and presented in dupli- 
cate by the plaintiff’s solicitor, seal the writ, retain the copy on the file, 
and enter the action in a book. The solicitor serves the writ, for 
which, of course, he charges costs. Compare this with what is per- 
formed by the County Courts, for instance, on a default summons, for 
the average fee of 5s. 4d., that is—to prepare the summons in 
duplicate and annex vhe particulars thereto; prepare a plaint note, 
deliver it to the plaintiff or his solicitor (this has to be produced to the 
Court as the authority for receiving money paid into Court); enter 
the summons in the plaint book; serve the summons, which often 
involves a journey of some miles, or send it to another Court for 


service ; in case of non-service, inform the plaintiff of the fact; in case 
of payment into Court before judgment, enter the amount in a cash 
book, open a ledger account, and send notice of payment to the plaintiff 
ov his solicitor ; pay out the money on production of the plaint note ; 
enter the payment in the cash book ot ledger, and take the payee’s 
receipt for the money. And in an ordinary summons there are the 


sume duties and certain more trouble, especially with illiterate plaintiffs. 

_So also with regard to the fee on entering judgment, the High 
Court only seals the judgment prepared by the plaintiff's solicitor, 
whereas the County Court prepares and serves the judgment, receives 
the money paid under it, generally by instalments, and pays it out 
to the plaintiff, acting, in fact, as his banker. 

With regard to the execution fee, the High Court only seals a writ 
prepared by the plaintiff's solicitor, who then hands it to the sheriff, 
paying him a fee not exceeding 2ls. for preliminary enquiries; 21s. 
or every levy; and mileage at 1s. a mile; while the County Court nov 
only prepares and issues the warrant, but also executes it, so that a 
plaintiff in the High Court always pays more fees on an execution than 
the highest fee chargeable in the County Court. 

The bailiff’s possession fees appear to be high, but the reason 
appears to be that the County Court fees are charged on an ad 
valorem scale, and those on small executions do not pay for the cost 
of keeping possession, so that the fees in larger cases must be higher 
to prevent the officials working at a loss 
o If it were possible to charge uniform fees in the County Courts those 
— could, by reason of the number of cases entered every year, do 
their work for smaller fees than those charged in the High Court; 





but any uniform fee, however low, would press hardly on the poorer 
suitors for whom the Courts mainly exist. 

It may be contended that in the cases of larger amount in which 
sclicitors are st the performance of the above duties by the 
County Court would be dispensed with, but certain cases o 
class might just as well be brought in the High Court, if the facilities 
we have suggested were weowiied, instead of in Courts which were 
intended for small work and the officials of which have to be paid. 

As the current expenses of the County Courts exceed the fees 
received there is no margin of revenue from which to make reductions, 
and the question then is whether the State will bear the cost of 
reducing fees, and this seems a question outside the scope of our 
inquiry. 

‘here appears, as already noticed, to be a prevailing impression that 
certain of the fees in the (County Courts sre too high. But while we 
think that misconception prevails in regard to this matter, we are of 
opinion that if our recommendations, especially those — to 
consent jurisdiction, are carried out, the scales of fees in the High 
Court and County Courts should be revised, and that it is worthy of 
consideration whether greater effect should not be given in scales to the 
ad valorem principle, and whether fees should not be charged in respect 
of cases in which they are not now charged, for instance, under the 
Workmen’s Compensation Acts, so that all cases should bear their fair 
share of the expenses of maintaining the Courts. 

We would point out that according to the existing system, under 
which the County Courts as a whole kon to provide fees sufficient to 
cover expenses as a whole, the larger Courts have to pay for the small 
ones. The fees collected in the larger Courts often far more than 

ay the expenses of those Courts, and the suitors in those Courts 
re to pay for small Courts with — little business. Such small 
Courts may have been required in 1846, when means of communica- 
tion were scanty, but we have already suggested that many of them 
might be abolished. 

If economies result from our recommendations, fees might be 
lowered all round. 


(To be continued.) 








. Companies. 


Alliance Assurance Co. 
ANNUAL MEETING. 


‘The annual general meeting of the Alliance Assurance Company was 
held on Wednesday at the head offices, Bartholomew-lane, E.C., Lord 
Roruscuiup (the chairman) presiding. 

Mr. Rosert Lewis (general manager) having read the notice con- 
vening the meeting, 

The CHAIRMAN moved the adoption of the report and balance-sheet. 
He said that he did not know that there was anything very special 
to which he had to call the attention of the shareholders. The company 
had luckily escaped in the fire department those great catastrophes like 
the fires at San Francisco, Valparaiso, and Jamaica to which he had 
had to allude on previous occasions. All he would say was that the 
amounts which were set aside for those respective fires would fully 
cover the losses ultimately sustained on those accounts, and he hoped a 
small balance would 1.emain for the benefit of the shareholders. As a 
matter of course those catastrophes made a considerable demand upon 
the resources of the companies, and it was only in years of 
puosperity that they could recoup themselves end increase their reserves 
and build up that ition which had enabled the Alliance and other 
companies to pay the losses incurred, and to continue paying a goed 
dividend and remain in a flourishing state. The life assurance accounts 
were very satisfactory. The premium income of the Alliance was 
more than half a million per annum, whilst the claims by death, 
matured endowments and endowment assurances, surrenders, and 
bonuses, and also expenses of management and commission, amounted 
to £387,000. Last year was the close of the quinquennium, and, as 
was usual, the Steck Exchange securities in regard to the life fund 
had to be written down to their market value, which differed from 
their book value, showing a loss of £100,000. The fire account was 
very satisfactory; and so far as the marine account was concerned, it 
showed little or no profit, but the shareholders might congratulate 
themselves and be thankful to the company’s marine underwriters that 
there was no loss in respect to it. In the new branches of insurance 
which had been started as much success had been met with as had been 
expected. There were rumours—and substantial rumours-—that the 
Board of Trade proposed in the near future to deal with the 
ia which the accounts of insurance compames were kept. So far as 
the Alliance Company were concerned, whatever form Parliament 
should think it right in their wisdom to impose, the more they wished 
to know about the affairs of that company the better the directors 
would be pleased, and the more certain they would be that satisfaction 
weuld be given not only to the shareholders but to the public. 

Mr. C. E. Barnerr seconded the motion. 

Mr. A. P. Boswer, as a Yorkshire shareholder, most heartily con- 
gratulated the board on the very magnificent report they had been 
able to present, which spoke volumes for the wonderful assiduity and 
telent brought to bear on the company’s affairs. He was quite sure 
the company's branch offices were a source of strength to it instead of 
a scurce of weakness, as was sometimes 


case, 
Sir Owen Roagrts suggested that there should be a fixed dividend 
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of 5s. in January and 5s. in July, instead of as in the present case, 
4s. in January and 6s. in July. The company was strong enough to 
have a fixed dividend. 

Mr. Grsson, as an old shareholder in the Western Com any, ex- 
pressed great satisfaction that the company had been absorbed into the 
Alliance. It was generally thought throughout England that the 
Alliance was shestahely first as an insurance company. 

The CaarrMan said the directors would consider Sir Owen Roberts’ 
svggestion, but the shareholders would scarcely be content with a fixed 
dividend of 10s. 

The report was adopted. 

The CuatnMAN declared a dividend of 10s. per share. 

On the motion of the Cuarrman, the retiring directors, viz., Messrs. 
the Hon. Kenelm Pleydell Bouverie, Francis Alfred Lucas, Hugh 
Colin Smith, and Charles Edward Barnett, were elected. 

Mr. Charles Lee Nichols, F.C.A., was re-elected auditor. 

On the motion of Mr. Dennine, a vote of thanks was passed to the 
directors and the staff. 

The CHatrman returned thanks on behalf of the directors and all 
the able staff that worked with them. They would all do their best 
that the company should continue as sound and flourishing as at the 
present moment. 








Obituary. 
Mr. G. F. Boyd. 


The death is announced of Mr. George Fenwick Boyd, solicitor, of 
Newcastle. He was admitted in 1874, and was a partner in the 
firm of Messrs. Griffith & Co., solicitors, Royal Arcade, Newcastle. 
He was a justice of the peace and Deputy-Lieutenant for Durham, and 
Consul in Newcastle for the Republic of Chile. Mr. Boyd was in 1900 
High Sheriff of Durham. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 
Mr. A. J. Davin, barrister-at-law, has been appointed Recorder of 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, in the place of Mr. A. E. Pole, resigned. 
The Earl of Desart, K.C.B., Treasury Solicitor and King’s Proctor, 


has been made a Baron of the United Kingdom on the occasion of 
his retirement from the public service. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolution. 


THomas Crarke and ArtHuk TuHewiis Lewrxwaire, solicitors 
(Clarke, Lewthwaite, & Co.), 3, Duncan-street, Islington, London, 


Aithur Thewlis Lewthwaite, under the name gor style of Clarke, 
Lewthwaite, & Co. [Gazette, April 13. 


General. 


We learn from the Law Society’s Gazette that at a recent meeting 
of the Council of the Society it was resolved that the service of an 
articled clerk in the Territorial Force shall not be considered as 
employment other than professional employment during articles. 


At the annual meeting of the Alliance Assurance Company (Limited), 
01 Wednesday, Loid Rothschild, who presided, said there were sub- 
stantial rumours that the Government, through the Board of Trade, 
proposed in the near future to deal with the way in which the accounts 
of insurance companies were kept. 


It is announced in the prospectus of the Council of Legal Education 
that clerks serving under articles to solicitors may attend the lectures 
and classes and evening lectures of the Council on payment of half the 
fees payable by other persons not being members of an Inn of Court, 
the Council of the Law Society having agreed with the Council of 
Legal Education for payment of the remainder. 


One of the principal sales of the season will, says a writer in the 
Globe, be that of the pictures and engravings of the late Sir John 
Day, which will be sold from the 13th to the 18th of May. No one 
who knew the late Sir John only as a Judge would have credited 
him with any taste for the fine arts, much less for one in the direction 
which it took. Probably he was influenced in its inception by Mr. 
Forbes, of ‘“‘ Chatham and Dover’ fame—anyhow, the two collected 
on very similar lines, from very similar sources, and with very 
similar success. Both eschewed the schools of their native countries, 
vhich were Fngland and Scotland respectively; both appreciated the 
Dutch and Barbizon schools, and both bought voraciously of their 
favourites. Of the 289 pictures of Sir John Day’s which will come 
under the hammer, all but sixteen are of these schools, while of Corot 
we have twelve, of Harpignies thirty-one, and of the two Maris’s 
thirty-eight. [We believe that Sir John Day, at least once in his life- 





The second annual report of the Overseas League, after calling 
attention to the fact that a boy of twelve years of age was lately 
sertenced to death in Ceylon, and expressing the hope that the law 
will shortly be amended, so as to avoid the needless cruelty of passing 
a sentence which modern ideas would never sanction being carried 
into execution, says: During 1907 there were 59 death sentences and 
44 executions in Ceylon, being 24 times as many people hanged in 
Ceylon in proportion to the population as in England. 


While the law is rather conservative, says the Central Law Journal, 
in accepting the testimony of every new invention or giving it a place 
of recognition as an authorised channel of testimony, it does not lag as 
far behind the procession as our newspaper friends would have the 
public believe. Especially was this truth brought home to the 
defendant in the recent case of Chapman v. Commonwealth (112 S.W, 
567), where a conviction was allowed to rest on an admission over the 
telephone. In the principal case, several men, having taken potations 
from a thres-gallon whisky vessel too freely, two of them became 
eugaged in an altercation. During the strife, one of them was stabbed, 
and died quickly. Someone giving the name of appellant called up a 
dcctor, telling him that the man slain required attention, and adding 
vnat he had stabbed him. Thereafter appellant told someone else 
that he had called up the doctor. It appeared that no other com- 
munication had been received by the doctor relative to this affair, 
Appellant contended that this conversation over the telephone was 
inadmissible. The Court of Appeals of Kentucky held that there was 
sufficient evidence to admit the conversation, 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota or Reoistrars 1v ATTENDANCE ON 





Emerceyoy Appzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Rota. No. 2. OYOR, Swinvew Eapy. 
Monday April 19 Mr Church Mr Synge Mr Bloxam Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday ......... 20 Theed Church Farmer Synge 
Wednesday ...... 21 Bloxam Theed Leach Church 
Thursday . 22 Farmer Bloxam horrer Theed 
Friday .... .. 23 Leach Farmer Beal Bloxam 
Saturday ........ 24 Borrer Leach Greswell Farmer 
Mr, Justice Mr, Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Date. Wanerincton. NEvILux. PaRKE. Eve. 
) il 19 Mr Borrer Mr Theed Mr Leach Mr Greswe!l 
Taek Pac 20 Beal Bloxam Borrer Goldschmidt 
Wednesday ...... 21 Greswell Farmer Beal Synge 
Thursday ....... 22 Goldschmidt Leach Greswell _ Church 
Friday .......0000 23 Synge Borrer Goldschmidt Theed 
Saturday ......... 24 Church Beal Synge Bloxam 








The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


April 19.—Mesers. Reynoups & Fason, at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold Investment (see 
advertisement, back page, March 27). 

April 21.—Messrs. Epwin Fox & Boverre.p, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold (see 
advertisement, back page, April 10). 

April 21.—Messrs, Taytor, LovecRovr & Co., at the Mart, at 1: Town Residence 
(see adverticement, back page, this week). 

April 22.—Messrs, FaresRoruer, Extts & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Grou d- 
Rents (see advertisement, back page, April 3). 

April 26.—Meeers. Tucxsrr & Son, atthe Mart, at 2: Family Mansion (seo adveriise- 
ment, back page, April 8). 

May 5.—Messrs, Epwiw Fox & Bovusrietp, at the Mart, at 2: Freshold Ground- Rents 
(see advertisement, back page, this week)- Ee ‘Se 

— . Horne & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freeho usiness Premises ant 

Fously Residence oe advertisement, back page, this week). 

May 11.—Mesers, Drsznaya, Tewson, Rrowannson & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold 
Building Site (see advertisement, back page, April 3). 

May 1?.—Mesers. Epwiw Fox & Bovusristn, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold (see a‘iver- 
tisement, back page, this week). 

May 20.—Meearn. Erioart, at the Mart, at 1: Freehold Ground-Rents (eee adve: tis 
ment, back page, this week). 

Mesers. 8. Watxer & Soy, at the Mart: Freehold Ground-Rents and Properties (see 
advertisement, back page, March 13) at early date. 


Result of Sale. 
ReEveRssons, é 
Mesers. H. E. Foerer & Crawrrerp held their usual Fortnightly Sale (No, 881) of the 


terests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, B.C.,on Thursday Iast, when 
the fellowing Loe — sold at the prices named, the total amount realized being 


£2,542 108, :— 


£ & 
REVERSION to abont £5,000... ue uve twee Sold 945 
ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— . 
To S267 00. oe neste ae sane a o As 


To £3,027 16s, ... ove a eee ia ove ooo ove »» 1,402 10 
Mesare, Txuraoop & Maurtw sold the Ground-Rents not disposed of at Auction of 





time, sold his collection and invested anew in fresh pictures.] 


Jan. 19, . } 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faivay, April 9. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luwirep 1n CaaNcERY. 


Ayeuo-Asratio Sywptoatz, Limtrep—Creditors are required, on or b3fore May 18, to 
gend their names and addresses, and the part:culara of their debts or ms, to 
William Wyaon Evans, Cheapsids, liquidator 

Axevo-ContiInentat Invesrment Synprcate, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented 
March 31, directed to be heard April 21 De la Chapelle & Co, Gresham st, solora 
for the petner Notice of apoearing must reaca th) above-named not later than 
6 o'clock in the afternoon of April 20 

Bers avo CoLommat Poottrey, Fis, awp Game Co, Limtrsp—Creditors are 
required, oa or before April 17, to send their names and and the particu- 
lars of their debts or claims, to G. L. J. Highfield, 10, Dals st, Liverpool, liquidator 

Couwry Bay Sa0z Co, Lrmrrep—Oreditors are requi-ed, on or before May 17, to send 
in their names and addresses, aod pariiculars of their debts or claims, to Harry 
Lloyd Price, 15, Foantain st, Manchester, liqaidator 

Cowprow Parent Ewamet Co, Limrrep (rs Votunrany Liqumation)—Creiitors are 
required, on or before May 10, to seni ia their names and addresses, and the parti- 
calars of their debts or claims, to H. Lingham Marsh, 26, North John st, Liverpool, 
hquidator 

Der wen & Warzerworrs, Lrrrep — Creditors are required, on or before April 28, 
to send their names and address3s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to F. 
A. Hargreaves, 12, Exchange st, Manchester. Smith & Smith, Burnley, s0iocs for 
the liquicator 

B. D. Herszemann, Liurrep—Oreditors are required, on or before May 10, to send 
their names aad addresses, and the particalars of their debts or claims, to E, D. 
Heinemann, 26, Cranley mews, Soath Kensington, liquidator 

Gnestetr, Son & Co, Liurrep—Peta for windiag up, presented April 6, directed to be 
heard April 21 Mellor & Coleman, Fore st, so:ors for the p2tnera. Notice of 
ap earing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’closk in the afvernoon of 
April 6 

InpvstRtat Onevit Co, Lruitep—Petn for winding up, presented April 8, directed to 

April 21. Markby & ,0o, Coleman st, solors for the petners. Notice of 
saene must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock the afterno n of 


P 

Lorp Mayor Savor Co, Liurrap—Creditors are raquired, on or before April 22, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particu! of their debts or claims, to 
Frank Thomas Maieh, 26, Marshalsea rd, liquidator 

M, Cospros & Co, Luarrep (ix VotustTary Liquipatiom)—Jreditors are required, on 
or before May 10, to sand in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to H. Liagham Marsh, 25, North John st, Liverpool, liquidator 

Nzst 2, Liwrrzo—Oreditors are required,on or before May 22, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or cla‘ms, to William Arthur Kirby, 
4, Broad st bldgs. Jennings & Oo, Leaienhall st, solors for the liquidator 

Psoxogram Duyat, Liuwrrep—OCreditors are required, on or before May 10, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their dsb‘s or claims, to Oharles 
Holjand, 15, Arundel st, liquidator 

Paror’s Restaurants, Liurrep (tw Vouruwtary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or b3fore April 13, to send in their names and uddresee3, and particulars of their 
dabts and claims, to Ronald H. Walker, 63, Coleman st, liq 1idator 

Queen Bricx Co (Bracxsven, 1907), Limrrep—Petn for wi up, presented April 5, 
directed to be heard at the County Court Houss, 64, Victoria st, Biackbarn, apzil 19, 
at 9.30. Backhouse, Blackburn, solor for the petner. Notice of appearing must 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 17 

T. Davies, Lusrrep—Creditors are required, on or before May 8, to rend their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Crossman 
coum, 41, North John st, Liverpool. Oollins & Co, Liverpool, solors for the 

quidator 

Waatter Rayer Hier Somoor vor Grace, Liwirep (1m Votuntary Liqurpation)— 
Credit .rs are required to send thoir names, , and particulars of their debts 
or clums, to John Wm. Taylor, 1, Princess st, Albert sq, Manchester, liquidator 





VBEIH Manda a Os Wercuangh bole for the poser” Node of upeeetng 
‘en petner, 
minat Death the ehovesnaned tase Whee 6 o’c ock in the afternoon of April 20 * 
Wiit1am Jounson & Sons (Leeps), Limtrep— win: up, directed to be 
beard on April 6, was adjouraed, and wi'l be heard on April 21. Churchill, Drapere 
gdns, solor forthe petnere. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 20 
‘London Gazette.—Tuxspay, April 13. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Lrurrep 1s CuancerY, 
Bartisn Civema Co, Liwirep—Petn for ynaeg presented A 8, directed to b® 
heard April 21, Parkes & Co, Fleet st, solors for the otice of ep 
must seach the above named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 
F. Hoxton & Son, Limitep —Creditors are required, on or before May 15, to send their 
names and adres: and the particulars ot their debts or claims, to Walter Ernest 
Birmingham, Walthall & Pritchard, 


Gow & Co, Liurrsp—Creditors are required, on or before May 25, to send in their 
name3 ani addresses, aud the particulars of their debts or cla:ms, to min 
=e Norton, 9, Old Jewry chmbrs. Addleshaw & Co, Manchester, solors for the 
i ator 

Tavenwizeenal Lapras’ Tartors ano Fornizrs, Liwirep—Petn for winding up, 

resented April 7, directed to be heard April 2i. Cannon & Son, Wool Exchange, 
leman st. Notice of pe renner must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 

Provinomat Biturostise Oo, Lixrrep—Craditors are rrquired, on or before April 30, 
to send their names and addresses. and the pariicalars of their debte or claims, to 
fee B. Lipish, 2, Park pl, Leeds. Armitage & Speight, Lesds, solors to the 
iquidator 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Dar or OLarm, 
London Gazette,—Fuipay, March 26. 
Pratt, Watter Txomas, Dudley, Worcester April 26 Pratt vy Shedden and Others, 
doyce,J Hooper, Dudley 
—Turspay, March 


London Gazette. teh 30. 
Basope, | —_ Anssit, Biggleswade, Bedford Aprii 21 Smith vy Wildman, Eve, J 


’ y 
London Gazette.—Fuipay, April 2. 
Aur, Col Wittram Jous, CB, Queen Victoria st May 7 Dale & Co v Mitford and 
Another, Parker,J Comins, Salters Hall 6 Saee st 
Arnoup, Sir Aurazp, Halifax, York May 6 Arnold v Arnold, Swinfen Eaiy, J 


| Halifax 
on me Lanchester, Durham, Timbsr Merchant April30 Gib:on v Buckham, 
e, oung, Du 
Hamrtrow, Jawe, Sussex Hotel, Hove May 12 Hamilton v Hamilton, Eve, J C, GO. 
Humphreys & Son, Giltspur chmbrs, Holborn Viaduct 
E © Sinan boas Geos, mean Wet hcsen Sones mane 
pwarps, CaTHEeRte Jaws, Ness St ’ ca Jones v 
Gasslee, Packer, Marxian, Welaapeal me 
London Gazette.—Fnuivar, April 9. 
Hrogsow, Rev Cuarizs Weiuisetos, Plympton. Devon May 22 New v Staite, Eve, J 
. ey Semtnaren ee Se we sq J 3 
EMPEST, Ewoog, hester, Contractor May 13 Tempe3t v Soatho 0; 
Woodcock, Hasllogdon, Lancs ae srs 
London Gazette.—Tuxspar, April 13. 
Mitprep, Marraew, Putney, General Engineer May il Cloake v Bedford, Parker, J 
Trusiram, Uheapside ; 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fnivay, April 2. 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
agent Newcastle on Tyne Pet Mar29 Ord Mar 29 


20 
Aameenine, Wii114M, Knutsford, Chester, Cabinet Maker | Minpievicx, Lron, Hereford rd, Bayswater, Jeweller High 
Court Pet FebS Ord 31 
Butcher Leeds Pet Mar20 Ord 


a "7 ey Mar 29 Pat og 29 Det Bali 
SHWORTH, Harry Kerssaw ifax, Cart Driver i- Leeds, 
fax Pet Mar 31 Ord Mar 31 — 
Barker, Tort, Reading, Physician High Court Pet Jen 
22 Ord Mar 30 


ames st, 


Jos, Lovuisz, and Beatrice Errten Davis, Devonport, 
General Dealers Plymouth Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 


Laya.ey, Auruur, Middlesbrough, Tailor Middlesbrough 

oa he gb ugh | Simpsowx, THO 

Lazeui, ALBERT Epwin, Headless Cross, nr Redditch, Cycle 
Frame Filer Bi 


Birmingham 


Aurens, AtExanper Davin, Newcastle on Tyne, New- | Mappex, Gzonas Henry, rt, Hants, Shop Assistant 
Portsmouth Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 


Nicwo.soy, Sternen WIitt1am,and Ropert Coons, Upper 
‘Th Lead Merchants Hig 17 


Amended Notice substituted for that published n 
the London Gagette of Mar 26: 
mas, Kingswood, nr Wotton under E: Glos 
Draper and Grocer Gloucester Pet Mar 22 Ssh Star 
Pet Mar 380 Ord Mar 30 
London Gazetie.—Touxsvay, April 6, 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Arnott, Jonn Wri.taM, Parsonby, or Aspatria, Cumber- 
land, Blacksmith Gockermouth Pet April 1 Ord 


Aprill 
Barxagp, B W, and Leigh on Sea, Essex, Bakers 
High Court Pet Mar Chelmsford Pet Marii Ord Aprill 







Bices, Cuartes Hexny WALKER, — ct, Fleet st, 
Printer High Court Pet Mar 25 Ord Mar 81 

Cuamerrs, Wi1114M, Eccleshill, Bradford, Builder Brad- 
ford Pet Mar26 Ord Mar 29 

Coiz, Kine, Wakefield, Yorks, Tripe Dresser Wakefield 
Pet Mar 80 Ord Mar 30 


Davis, _Carotixe Louisa, Rin » Hants, Cycle Dealer 
Devi ~ a Sherwood Re - Keeper 
CHE, JOSEPH, etaurant High 
Court Pet Jan 12 Ord Mar 30 
Dow atpson, JonatHan Ayxrnoyp, Haslingden, Lancs, 
Printer Blackburn Pet Mari6 Ord Mar 26 
Eastwoop, Haro.p, Bridge End, Brighouse, Innkeeper 
Halifax Pet Mar29 Ord Mar 29 
Fenxex, Avaustus James, Blackheath, Chemist Greenwich 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Mar 23 
Frowers, Cuaries Tuomas Sterpnen and Jonny Kicwarp 
Riau Kew, Builders Wandsworth Pet Mar 8 
r 
Forp, Tuomas, Bradford, Mantle Manufacturer Bradford 
Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar 29 
Gurcory, James Luor, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler 
Gloucester Pet Mar 3t Ord Mar 31 
Hartiey, WituiaM ArTuor, Higher Ardwick, Manchester 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet Mar 31 
Hayes, Groner Henry Rvssex1, Erdington, Warwick 
" . ’ J 
Hoxunay, raraun Jaca ingen Archie Wea 
> ames, Birm 
Bromwich Pet Mar 36 Ord Mar 30° mi 
OTonIxson, H » Woodh Carr, Leeds, Grocer 
Janne, Fase, Eilford rd. Gatbereell, Compositor High 
> mn; 
Janome, Pet Mar 29 Glues : 
— ame, Brighton, Grocer Brighton Pet Mar 15 
r 





Ord Mar 29 
Pray, Jasez, York rd, Waltham Crores, Butcher High 
Pors, Hamar, King's Lynn, Draper and Valuer King 
‘OPE, Y, 8 " uer ‘ 
Lynn Pet Mar 30 Ord Mar 50 ' 
Ritey, Revsen_ Dsass, Whalley, Lancs, Schoolmaster 
Seater Pet Feb 23 Ord Mar 29 Bester 6 
AcH, WiILL14m, Exeter, Veterinary Surgeon er 
Mar 15 Ord Mar 27° 
Szpewick, fg Horsforth, Yorks, Egg Merchant 


acai a bdarpie roheaizc, Ph tographer Stock 
HARPLES, JOSEPH, , ire, ol er = 
Pet Mar 27 Ord Mar 27. 


Smitu, Joszru, Sawston, Cambs, Carter Cambridge Pet 
Mar 31_ Ord Mar 31 

Ssowpgn, Witt1am James, West Bridgford, Notts, Fruit 
Merchant Nottingham Pet Mar 30 Mar 30 

Seemann, Sapa, Pet Mar 31 Ord 


Mar 
Sutron, ALFRED, Lever 8t Luke’s, Confectioner h 
Court Pet Mara Ord Marsa” ~~ 


Venoun, Frank Atrarp, Handsworth, General Dealer 
= a pet gta Ord Mar 29 2 

ILus, ARTHUR Epwarp, Tobacconist Reading 
wie or vali P. Glam, Butcher 

ILLIAMS, SYDNBY, wD, 

Pontypridd Pet Mar 30° Ora Mar 29° 
Witazs, Gesnen, Dasuley, Oontectionss Burnley Pet Mar 


Woon, Jonny, Sussex, 
0 Th Oe Corn Merchant Brighton 





Warcat, Witttam Jou, Ipswich, Fish: Ipswich 
Pet Mar 29 Ord Mar'29” — 


Biss, @ Portishead, Somerset, Carpenter Bristol 
Pet April'2 Ord April 2 


BrichTWELl, ALrarp Grores, Petersfield, Hants, Builder 
Portsmouth Pet Mar3l Ord Mar 31 
i Hants Portsmouth 


Brows, Frorence Pattie, Liphook, 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Buresorz, Watrer Epear, Smethwick, Stafford, Tailor 
West Bromwich Pet Mar22 Ord April 2 

Bussy, Farperick James, Newcastle on Tyne, op 
—_— Neweastle on Tyne Pet April 1 


Caatsr, Hewry, Maun ar Yorks, Farmer 
orthallerton Pet Ane t Ord April 1 

Dopps, Kpwarp Turner, Newcastle 
Agent Ni 


on Tyne, Draper 
Pet 
Batten, = s-- —# 











April 17; 4999 













































































Lawror, WiLt1am Dare, Moss a Lancaster, Physician 
Salford Pet A ed 2 Ord April 2 

Mapzgtey, Henay Groner, Worcester, ae Merchant 
Worcester Pet April2 Ord April 

Martix, James Henry, Cam 
Truro Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Miter, E, St Mark’s ri, Kennington Park, Carman 

Court Pet Mar8 Ord april3 

Nicsouis, James, Fountain, Aberken ae’ Colliery 
Roadman Cardiff Pet April 2 0 ril 2 

James, Long Newton, oot cg Innkeeper 
on Tees Pet Aprili Ord April 1 

Pax, Renner Victor, Stockport, Cheshire, Stonemason 

ort Pet Aprili Ord Aprill 

EORGE Ricuanp. Bradshawgate, Bolton, Plumber 
Bolton Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Rovss, ge a Buivers, Dover, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Mar 31 1 


Savace, Joun Cuampneyrs, Ambleside, ae, 

Farmer Kendal Pet April3 Ord April 3 
Scorr, Wituam Henry, . 
High Court Pet April 1 Ord April 1 


e, See, Grocer 


Peganson, 
Stockton 


Tydfil Pet April2 Ord April 2 
Srattwoeray, Cuaaies Bunoz, Lordship In, East Dulwich, 
Bootmaker High Court Pet April 3 Ord April 3 
2 James, York, Grocer York Pet April 1 Ord 


Watksr, Writsax Herey, Handborough oo. Licensed 

Victoaller Oxford Pet April3 “Ord April 

Wanrpviz, Jonx Tuomas, Newcastle on Tyne, ‘Travelling 
Draper Newcastle on Tyne Pet Mar3) Ord April 3 

Youpg, Rosert, Roker, Sunderland, peting Agent 
Sunderland Pet Mar 13 Ord Mar3 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Acres, Birt, Westcliffe on Sea April19at 3 14, Bedford 
Ww 


ro’ 

Agmstroxe, Wittiam, Knutsford, Cheshire, Cabinet Maker 
April 15 at 330 Off Rec, Byrom st. Manchester 

Asaworts, Harry Krrsuaw, Halifax, Yorks, Cart Driver 
April 14 at 2.15 County Court, Prescott st, Halifax 

Biees, Jonx Witiiam, Graydon, arwick, Licensed 
Victualler April 16 at 3 Off Rec, 8, High st Coventry 

Bine, Josrra, jun, St Peter’s, Thanet, Kent, Bootmaker 

14 at 10.30 Off Rec, 63a, Castle st Canterbury 

Biss, Georee, Portishead, Somerset, Carpenter April 16 at 
11.30 Off Ree, 26, Beldwin st, Bristol 

Bonsor, Samvuget, Tamworth, Incorporated Accountant 
son 21 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 





Crooked In, Dining Rooms | 
Keeper pri | Martin, Erxest, King's Heath, Worcester, Newsagent 
Quan. We Wiu1aM, Penpedairheol, Glam, Builder Merthyr | Ruskin 


| 





Bowss, Agtuuer Jony, 8t Merryn, Cornwall, Assistant | 


werseer April 14at12 Off Rec, Truro 
Bowes, Mary Avy, St Merryn, Cornwall April 14 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Truro 
Baricutwet.t, ALFRED Georct, Petersfield, Hants, Builder 
April 19 at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 
wy Fiorence Pattie, Liphook, Hants April 19 at 4 
Ree, Cambridge junction, High st, Portemouth 
Brows, Tuomas, Upton on Severn, Worcester, Grocer 
April 16 at 12.30 Off Ree, 11, Copenhagen st, Worcester 
Busey, Faxperick James, Newcastie on Tyne, Laundry 
ietor A a 15 at 12 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on 
Borier, WItiiam, Walsall, Hame Manufacturer April 21 
at 11 30 The George Hotel, Walsall 
Coiz, Kina, Wakefield, Tripe Dresser April 15 at 11 Off 
6, Bond ter, Waketield 


Dopos, 7 Renee Turner, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper's 


Agent April 15 at 11 Off Rec, 3), 
Newrastle on Tyne ; 

Dowatpsox, JoxatHax Aykroyp, Haslingden, Lancaster, 
Printer April 16 at 4.15 Commercial Hotel, Church st, 


Mosley st, 


gton 
Drror, Roser, St Albans, Tea Merchant April 16 at 12 | 


14, Bedford row 
Forsz, J Ames WiLL1AM, Weymouth, Picture Frame Maker 
April 15 at at 1.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 


| Witsuize, Cuar_es ALpert, Birmingham, Baker 


Howsz.it, Artaur, Wolverhampton, General Hardware 
Dealer April 16 at 11,30 Of Ree, Wolverhampton 

Host, aa Hockley, Birmingham, Builder~ April 16 
at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, Bir- 
mipgham 

Hvurouixson, Hersert, Woodhouse Carr, Leeds, Grocer 
April16 at 11 Off Rec, «4, Bond st, Leeds : 

Jounson, W Parker, Lampeter st, Islin , Commercial 
Clerk April 19 at 12 Bankruptcy bl igs, Caley st 

Kearyges, SAmvugt Witson, Birchfi Handswo:th, 
Stafford April 20 at 11.20 Ruskin yp HE aay 191, Cor- 
poration st, Bi:ming! 

LanGiey, ARTHUR, Middlesborough, Tailor ree 15 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, "Albert rd, Middles- 
borough 

Mappex, uwrorcs Hewry, Gosport, Hants, Shop Assistant 
April l6at3 Off Ree, Cambridge junction, High st, 
Portsmouth 

Mapetey, Henry Greores, Worcester, Provision Mer- 
chant April 16 at 12 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, 
Worcester 
April 20 at 12 chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 

Mittzr, E, 8t Mark’s rd, Kennington pk, Carman 
April 20 at 11 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Porter, Gzonce Ricnarp, Bradshawgate, Bolton, Plumber 
April 20 at3 19, Exchange 

Ritey, Revsen Dzase, Whale 
April 16at4 Commercial otel, Church st, Accrington 

Riumar, Jons, sea, Formby, Lancaster, Cab Proprietor 
April 14 at11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria ‘st, Liverpool 

Sauxpers, WILLIAM ARCHIMEDES, Wolverhampton, Phono- 
graph Dealer Aprilléat11 Off Rec, Wolverhympton 

Scott, Witit1am Henry, Crooked In, Dining Rooms Keeper 
April 19 at 12 Bankruptey bldgs, Carey st 

Sistey, Encar Cox, Stafford, Baker ‘April 15 at 11.30 
Off Rec, King st, Newcastle, Stafford 

Smita, Wiuram, Penpedairheol, Glam, Builder April 20 
at 12 Off Ree, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr 


Tydfil 

SraLiworruy, CaaRixs Bunce, Lordship In, East Dulwich, 
Bootmaker April20at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Tempce, James, York,Grocer April 16 at 3 Off Rec, The 

House, Duncombe pl, York 

Tsomas, W TLLIAM Ausrey, Lianfair PG, Anglesey, School- 
master April 14 at 12. 30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Tsomsett, WiL11AM Heyry, Greenstreet, Kent, Fish Dealer 
April 14at10 Off Rec, 6sa, Castle st, Canterbury 

Townsend, Epwix, Somerton, Somerset, Cycle Agent 
April 15 at 1 Off Kec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 


Vavasour, Sir Witt1aAm Epwarp Joseps, Tadcaster, Yorks | 


April19 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Vewour, Frank ALFRED, Soetnesat Staffs, General | 
Dealer April 21 at 12 Ruskin ebmbrs, 191, Corporation | 
st, Birming’ 
April 
20 at 12.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation st, 
Birmingham 


| Waient, Wituiam Joun, Ipswich. Suffolk, Fishmonger 


April 14 at 2.30 Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Arrort, Jouw Wii114m, Parsonby, nr Aspatria, Cumber™ 


Goveu, Joux, Mountain Ash, Glam, Greengrocer April 16 


atl Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 
GowLaxp, ALFRED James, Neville’s "Cross, nr Durhem, | 
Grocer April 15 at 3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunder- 


Haat, Watter James, St James st, Walthamstow, Baker 
April 19 at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey et 


—_ Blacksmith Cockermuuth Pet April 1 Ord 

prill 

Biss, Georce, Portishead, Somerset, Carpenter Bristol 
Pet April 2 Ord April 2 

Bowey, Artur Joun, 8t Merryn, Cornwall, Assistant 
Overseer Truro Pet MarlO Ord April 1 

Bowen, Mary Any, 8t Merryn, Cornwall Truro Pet Mar 
10 Ord Aprill 

BricHTWELL, AL¥aeD GroraeE, Pees, Hants, Builder 
Poitsmouth Pet Mar3i O:d Mar3 





| 





| 
| 
| 


Brows, Frorexce Partiz, Seen, Hants Portsmouth | 


Pet April 2 Ord Apuil 
Bussy, Freperick James, Weweastle on Tyne, Li 
a Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 1 anor | 
pri 


CartEr, Henry, Maunby, nr_Thirak, Yorks,’ Farmer | 


Northallerton Pet April 1 “Ord A pril 1 
Curwick, Atsertr Beak, ‘Thornton av, Chiswick, Provision 

Dealer Brentford Pet Feb 13 Ord A: 
Dopps, Evwarp Tusner, Newcastle on 

Agent Newecastleon Tyne Pet April 1 





| 


ms Draper's | 
Ord april 1 | 


Dovenor, Wiiu1am, Sutton, ur Thirsk, Yorks, Farme 
Northallerton Pet Aprill Ord A April 1 

Exvix, Georce WI tim, Kingstone 
Kin m, Surrey Pet Oct 31 Ord April 2 

Fiacxnoz, Tuomas, 8t Albans, Tailor St Albans Pet 

April2 Ord April 2 

Garsipe, one oe Tronmonger Sheffield Pet 

April 3 


Gee GEORGE wey nll Cricklewood, Middlesex, Builder 
h Court Pet Feb16é O:d A April 2 

Govan JoxnN, ye Mountain ash, Glam, Greengrocer 
Aberdare Pet A 1 Ord April 1 

Greaves, WiLLIAM, _ pton, Lancaster, Furniture Dealer 
Oldbam Pet April 1 Ord April 1 

Hear, Watrer James, St James st, Walthamstow, Baker 

gh Court Pet Aprill Ord April 1 

Hostos, Wituram Henry, Freprsick Gsorce Horror, 
and Artuur Horrox, » Tipton, Sta Stafford, Boiler Makers 
Dudley Pet April 1 

Jackson, Frank, Kingston upon Hull, Furniture Dealer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Jackson, SamuzL, Wilmslow, Chester, Labourer Man- 
chester Pet Aj 1 Ord Aprill 

LENTon, povame oHN, Sileb ST toute, Baker Leices- 
ter Pet Maré Ord April 1 


Mapetry, Henry Groras, ae, pueties Merchant 
Worcester Pet April2 Ord April 

Maaktin, —~¥ Henry, Camborne, "cornwall, Grocer 
Truro Pet April3 Ord April 3 

Marrsews, WILLIAM, amma Hereford Leominster 
Pet Oct 12 Ord Mar 25 

Mucsner,? Feancis, Liverpool, Insurance Broker Liver- 
pool Pet Feb 20 Ord April1 

NicHo.tis, James, Fountain, Aberkenfig, Glam, Colliery 
Roadman Cardiff Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Pearson, James, Long — Durham, Innkeeper 
Stockton on Tees Pet April1 Ord Aprill 

Pest, Eanest Victor, Cheadle Heath, Stockport, Cheshire, 
Stonemason Stockport Pet April 1 Oid April1 

Porrer, GzorGe RicuarD, Bradshawgate, Bolton, Plumber 
Bolton Pet April2 Ord April 2 

Rovusg, Tsaomas oy Dover, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Mar 31 Ord Mar 

RowsorTsaM, potently RES Northwood Windsor 
Pet Feb 4 Ord April 1 

Savace, Joun Cuampneys, Ambleside, Westmorland, 
Farmer Kendal Pet April 3 Ord April 3 

Scorr, WiLL1aM Henry, Crooked In, Dining Rooms Keeper 
High Court Pet April 1 Ord April 1 

Sacaiani, Auguste Panpgetey, Grape st, Bloomsbury, 
Commission Agent High Court Pet Jan 21 Ord 


1 
Berne, W Wim, Penpedairheol, Glam, Builder Merthyr 
Pet —_ z Ord April 2 
me... mans ork, Grocer York Pet April1 Ord 


| parsebe, i Ricuarp*Batpock, Faversham, Kent, Auctioneer 
y Pet Feb8 Ord_April 2 
WALKER, Wuasas Hesry, Handborough, Oxford, 
Licensed Victuallzr Oxford Pet April3 Ord April3 
Wuire, Lieutenant ALrrep, eee Surrey Kingston, 
Surrey Pet Feb6 Ord April 2 
Wituiams, Tuomas Henry, Southampton row, Bloomsbury 
High Court Pet Dec9 Ord Aprill 
Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of March 23 : 
Homann, Jutius Conagap, Oldat High Court Pet Feb9 
Ord Mar 19 
London Gazette.—Fatvay, April 9. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
faye, waae Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet April 


mie .. Faeepekick Wituiam, Knightrider st, Mantle 
Manufacturer High Court Pet Mar 16 Ord April 6 

Barczinsky, Henry, Burlington av, re gdns, Clerk 
Wandsworth Pet April 6 Ord April 

| Banquet, ALBERT, ye pe Corn Merchant Winchester 

Pet AprilS Ord April 5 

Bers, Coartes Hunry, Birmingham, Auctioneer Bir- 
mingham Pet April6é Ord April 6 

Buraess, WiLLiam, Higher Broughton, peecaeae Builder 
Manch ister Pet Marill Ord A ee 6 

CresswELL, Herpert, deceased, 8t Mary Axe, Metal Mer- 
chant High Court Pet Mar 20 Ord April 6 

Doxninson, CHARLES Pexciva., Middlesbrough, Insurance 
Agent Middlesbrough Pet April7 Ord ape t 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


MOoOORGATH 


FUND. LIMITED. 


ES TA BLISHED in 1890. 


SrRaaT, LONDoOWN, 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS— LICENSED PROPERTY. 








Upwards of 650 Appeais to 


SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction cal supervision of the Corporation. 








Suitable insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of nanan sed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


oa application. 
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Dusyatt, Donati, Jone, oc gepeee bes Yorks, Farmer Leeds 
Pet April7 Ord April 

Evatt, Epwarp_ Pazrart, Waterbeach, Cambs, Physician 
Cambridge Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Gwss, Joux, Albion rd, Stoke ren Decorator 
Edmonton Pet Mar19 Ord April 5 

@orvox, CHagtes, Marquis of Huntly, Orton Hall, Orton 
Longueville, Hunts Peterborough Pet Feb 25 Ord 

7 

Rm Harry James, Upper Te rd, Putney, 
Builder Wandsworth Pet April6 Ord A 

eae tye te Moorgate st High Court Pet Mar 
7 0 

Hor, Gzorce ST oesun, Whalley Range, Manchester, Sales- 
man Manchester Pet April 5 Od April5 

Hot, 2, Rae Ryhill, Yorke, Miner Barnsley Pet Apiil 

Ord April 6 


Jones, Ernest, Wood a Boot Dealer Edmonton 
Pet Mar 25 Ord April 

Jonzs, Evan, Rhandir, TDertach, Henllan, Lilangeler, = 
marthen , Shoemaker Carmarthen Pet April 6 


April 6 

oats. Joszrn Jonny Hoare, Banwel), Somerset, 
Brewer Wells Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Lea, Cuagies, Weston Favell, Hetthomgion Northampton 
Pet Mar 19 Ord April 6 

Lezuinc, GroreR, posaee, Notts, Baker No‘tingham 
Pet April 6 Ord A 

Macquapr, WILLIAM Fo he Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield 

Pet April6 Ord April6 

Miter, Davi Jacque, Bradford, | eeniod Director 

Bradford Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Moss, “_ Henry, Bournbrook, Worcester, Baker 
Birmingham Pet April6é Ord April 6 

Mount, Epwarp Henry, Dover, Grocer Canterbury 
Pet April7 Ord April 7 

Perers, Ropert. Buckk y, Flint, Builder Chester Pet Mar 
22 Ord April 5 

Rosrrts, Witt1am Samvuet, Blaenau Fi stiniog, General 
Merchant Portmadoc Pet April 5 Ond April 5 

Ryrcrort, Wii11am, Tsomas AnTHUR Brapsurn, and 
Jusrph Tuomas Jackson, Manchester, Timber 
Merchants Manchester Pet April6 Ord April 5 

Bz..ers, Jonny, ———. Butcher Great Yarmouth 
Pet April? Ord Apr 

Surrperson, Grore, West Bridgford, Notts Nottingham 
Pet April5 Ord "April 5 

Broxc, Amsrosz, Kockmount, St David’s, RSO, 
Pembroke Pembroke Deck Pet Mar10 Ord Mar 22 

Srzvens, Antoun Eryest, Breaston, Derby, Hawker 
Derby PetApril5 Ord April 5 

Srvsss, Jonn Epwarp Cyartes, Hoxton st, Licensed 
Victualler High Court Pet Mati11 Ord April5 

Torrix, Airgrp ALrxanver, Hampden Park, nr East- 


bourne, Oyster Merchant Eastbourne Pet April 5 
Ord April 5 

Waitt, Jonny Ny oe Cardiff, Grocer Cardiff Pet 
Mar 23 Ord April 6 


Watson, Wit11am, Dunston on Tyne, Durham, , ene 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet Mar23 Ord April7 

Wairerry, Atpent, Halifax, Commission Agent Halifax 
Pet April 7 Ord April 7 

Wirxixson, Samurt Fixcs, Bulwell, Nottingham Notting- 
ham Pet Mar30 Ord April 5 

Yourcson, Erarn Litany, Edgbaston, Warwick, Inn- 
keeper Stourbridge Pet April 7 Ord April7 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
ndon Gazette of March 30 
Sister, Evcar Cox, Stafford, Baker Stafford Pet Mar 8 
Ord Mar 22 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED. 
Camzroy, Major GE EG, Portsmouth 14, Maida Vale 
High Court Rec Ord Nov 3, 1908 Rese April 6, 1909 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Arquira, Jonny Hensert, Leeds, Butcher April 19 at 11 
Off Reo, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Banrciay, Farperick Witutam, Knightrider st, Costume 
paaaisetaner Apiil 23 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, 

Jarey st 

Barczineky, Henry, Kew Gardens, Clerk April 19 at 11 
132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 

Brastry, ALBRET, Basingstoke, Corn Merchant April 19 
at 10. Mesers. Godwin & Co, Solicitors, 8, St Thomas 
st, Winchester 

Crreswet, Herpert, St Mary Axe, Metal Merchant 
April 22at12 Bankruptcy ain, Carey st 

Davis, Canotine Lovisa, Ringwood, Hants, Cycle Dealer 
—_ 20 at 1 Off Rec, City Chambers, Catherine st, 

ix 

Dunwett, Joun, Henshaw, Yeadon, Yorks, Farmer 
April 21 at 11 Off Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

Ginna, Jonx, Stoke Newington, Decorator April 22 at 12 
14, Bedford row, London 

Garcory, James Luor, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler 
April 19 at 12 Off Rec, Station rd, Gio 

Hawkins, Heyry James, Putney, Builder April 19 at 11.30 
182, York rd, Westminster Br idge 

Hoparox, T E Hurst, Moorgate st opel 2lat il Bank. 


tc ay A bidgs, Carey st 

Jackson, Frank, Kingston upon Hull, Furniture Dealer 
— Ze 11 Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Low- 
ga 

Jackson, Samvurt, Mount Pleasant, Wilmslow, Cheshire, 
Labourer April 17 at 11,30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 


Jouns, Ernest, h rd, Wood Green, Boot Dealer April 
22at3 14, ‘ord row 

ARTIN, JAMES Heyay, Camborne, - Cornwall, Grocer 

April 19at12 Off Rec, Old Miner’s Bank, Truro 
Pani, Eenest Victor, Cheadle Heath, Stockport, Cheshire, 
r Mason April 22 at 11.30 Off Ree, Castle chmbre, 
Vernon st, Stockport 
Pore Basar, King’s od Draper April 19 at 12.90 


Buanrie m on ag En ‘ch hire, Photographer 
8, JoszPH, Marple, Ches' 
tg Of Kee, chmbrs, 6, Vernon st, Stock 


Smt, Joszra, Sawston, Cambs, Carter A 17 at 
O# Rec, 5, Petty Cury, Cambridge - = 





Sraincer, Cuartes Sheffield April 21 at12 Off Rec, Fig- 
tree In, Sheffield 
a Joun ag CHARLES, - Rmemreong se, licen 
Victualler 21 at 12 igs, Carey 
Tay or, Josnva, Gorton, Lancs, Coal Coal Dealer pril 17 be} 
1 Rec, Byrom st, Manchest 
bees a ALEXANDER, a Park, nr 
praeos A Sg he ~ tenn April 27 at 2 County 


Wasps JouN anak _ on Tyne, Travelling 
April 2iat11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 


on Tyne 

Warenata, Hewny, Methwold, Norfolk, Farmer April 11 
at 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Witus, Groner, wy th Meat Pie Maker April 17 at 11 
Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

Young, Ropert, Roker, Sunderland, Tiong. Agent 
April 23 at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, 8 Sunder! 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Asquirx, Jonw Hesseatr, Leeds, Butcher Leeds Pet 
April 6 Ord April 6 
Brastry, Atsert, Basingstoke, Corn Merchant Winches- 
ter Pet April 5 Ord April 5 
Dosrysor, See bm ge Middlesbrough, Ins»rance 
Middlesbrough April 7 April 7 
Dunwe.t, Jouy, a, Yost Yorks, Farmer Leeds 
Pet April7 Ord April 7 
Epwarps, Davip, Trefechan, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, 
Builder Aberystwyth Pet March 17 Ord April 5 
Eva=t, Epwarp Pratt, Waterbeach, Cambs, Physican 
bridge Pet April? Ord April 7 
Hawkins, Henry James, Upper ichinond rd, Putney, 
Builder Wandsworth Pet April6 Ord Apiil 6 
Hot, Grorat Artuur, Whalley Range, Manchester, Cotton 
Merchant’s Salesman Manchester Pet April5 Ord 


April 5 
Hott, Henry, Ryhill, Yorks,Miner Barnsley Pet Aprilé 
Ord April 6 


P 

Jones, Evay, Rhandir Drefach, Lliangeler, Carmarthen, 
Shormaker Carmarthen Pet April6é Ord April 6 

Kixe, Josrrpn Jonn Hoang, Banwell, Somerset, Brewer 
Wells Pet April? Ord April 7 

Lawtos, Wituiam Dae, Moss 1 Lanes, Physician 
falford Pet April 2 Ord April 6 

Leemine, Grorae, a. Notts, Baker Nottingham 
Pet Aprilgé Ord April 6 

Magquapg, Wizt1am Epmunp, Sheffield, Joiner Sheffield 
Pet April6 Ord April 6 

Mitier, Davip Jacque, Bradford, Beate Director 
Bradford Pet April7 O:d April 7 

Moss, Witt1am Henry, Bournbrook, om, Baker 
Birmingham Fet April6 Ord April 6 

Mount, Epwarp Heyry, Dover, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
April? Ord April 7 

Noran, Mary Any, ete Hotel Proprietress Liver- 
pool Pet Mar 22 Ord April7 

PatrERson, pont New Bond st High Court Pet 
Feb 8 Ord April 5 

PErers, Pesnee, rors Flint, Builder Chester Pet 
March 22 Ord Apri 

Rosgets, WILLIAM on. Blaenau F 
Merchant Portmadoc Pet April 5 on ae il 5 

Ryrororr, Wiriram, Tuomas ArTuue Seana and 
Josrex Tuomas Jackson, Manchester, Timber Mer- 
chants Manchester Pet April5 Ord April 6 

Setiess, Joux, yor Butcher Great Yarmouth 
Pet April? Ord April 7 

Sueprrrson,Grorce, West pee cnet Notts Nottingham 
Pet April5 Ord Apil 5 

Sis.try, Epaar Cox, Stafford, Baker Stafford Pet Mar 8 
Ord April 6 


Sravens, AnTHUR Ernest, Breaston, Derby, Hawker Derby 
Pet April5 Ord April5 

Torrix, ALFRED ALEXANDER, Hampden Park, nr East- 
— Oyster Merchant Eastbourne Pet April 5 Ord 


Apr 
Warv.e, Jonx Toomas, Newcastle on Tyne, Travelling 
Draper Newexstleon Tyne PetMar 30 Ord April 7 
Wairsrey, Arsen, Halifax, Commission Agent Halifax 
Pet April7 Ord Apnl7 
Wixrxson, Samvurt Fivcn, very Nottingham Notting- 
ham Pet Mar30 Ord A 


London Gaz: ade uoeelle April 13, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Apams, Westry James, Sutton in Ashfield, Notts, Picture 
— Manufacturer Nottingham Pet April 6 Ord 
rr 
Cour a, HERBERT pee, Newhaven, Grocer Lewes 
Pet April8 Ord April 8 





Dopear, Jonx, Weston = Se ty Fishmonger 


GRang.uI, Axusto laameaar Recuae A akefield Pe 
April 8 Ord April 8 Z 
Hixecur, Atsgrt Ernest, Bradford, Confectioner Bradford 


Pet Mar 26 Ord 8 
James, Wituiam, W Kingston, Surrey Ord — 


Mapas, Freperick Cass, 5 
Man Pet Mar 25 Ord rae 8 
Parraincx, Hersert, West Bromwich, Coal 
West Bromwich Pet April Sate 


Sroteoest Yor Pet Apel? Ord Apel? 

Sroy.e, =< Dyce ye gee Hxeter, Lodging house 
Exeter Aprii8 Ord April 

THEAKER, Seen Hep.izy Pw arsox a a and 
Jossra Stropparp, Morley, Dewsbury Pet 
April8 Ord 8 


et April7 Ord A 
Wasunemie’ Wits Jouyx, ie, kanes, Hardware 
Dealer Bolton Pet April7 Ord "April 7 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


tria, Cumberland, 

a — Cockermouth 

Epwarps, Davip, Tref esth, Cardigan. 

er April30at10 Townhall, A’ ‘ 

Hinscuz, a 3 Engst, _— bechetanee April 
2B atll Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Hout, Hewry, Ryhill, Yorke, tines April 22 at 10.30 Of 

—_ TLLIAM, Wimbledon April 22at11.30 132, York 


Jon, Louise, and | tenes a Ettzey Davis, Stoke, Devon- 
, Devon, General Dealers April 22 at 12 7, Buck- 


ter, Pi 
Jongs, Evay, , Drefach, Henll: 


lan, Liangeler, Car- 
w meee April 21 at 12.30 Off Keo, 4 , 


Arnott, Jonx Wiu14m, Parsonby, 
Blacksmith April 26 at 3 Cait 
echan, Al 


Queen st, Carmarth 

MILLER, Davip Jacque, Bradford pm | Director 
A 22 at3 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Roserts, WILLi1aM Sanve:, Tanygrisiau, Blaenau Posting, 
General Merchant April2i at 12 Crypt chmbrs, East 


gate row, Chester 
Rouse, Taomas Bripezs, Dover, Grocer April 22 at 9.30 
Of Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
SrotHarD, Wa.rrre H Kirk & rton, =, 





Grocer res or Rec, The Red House, Dun: 
combe pl, 

Wansuetox, Harry Ernest, Bolton, Leather Dealer 
April 28 at 3.30 19, st, Bolton 

Wanrsorton, ein: ‘Jony, st, Bolton Hardware Dealer 
A 28 at Me ag Se a 

WHITELEY, ALBERT, ‘Halifax, ey = hot April 22 
at 10-45 County Court, P 

ADIUDICATIONS. 

Apams, Westxy James, Sutton in Ashfield, ye Wall- 
paper Merchant "“wottingham Pet April 6 Ord 
A 

Barwrs, Joux Mernepitn, Balcombe, Sussex, Auctioneer 

ton Pet Marl Ord April 8 
Burrorseaw, WILLIAM, See, , Solicitor Sheffield 
Pet Feb 18 Ord April 8 


Cu ete wy 2 Rg hw ol Kirby, Cheshire 
“Birkenhead Pet Nov9 Ord A ‘ 
oe 3 ee «, Conisborough, “M4 Baker | Sheffield 


CouLpery, oy ee ei Newhaven, Sussex, Grocer 
Lewes PetApril8 Ord April 8 
Doper, _ &.. Weston Green, Thames Ditton,  merncen al 


Kingaton, Surrey Pet April8 Ord A 
GRaNELul, ey aaatat, Normanton Wakefield Pet 
A 8 


zst, Bradford, Confectioner Brad- 

25 Ord April 8 

PaRTRIDGR, J mad West Bromwich, Coal Merchant 
West Bromwich Pet April 8 Ord April 8 

Srornarp, Watters Hersert, Kirk Hammerton, Yorks, 
Grocer York Pet April?” 01 Ord April 7 

Sroyie, Mary ExizaserTs Lodging nouse ae 9 
Exeter Pet April 8 S Ord Apeli 8 

Tneaker, Horace, Heptzy Wartsox a, and 
— cane Morley,{Yorks Dewsbury Pet April 
8 0 

WansurTox, me Ernest, aaa Leather Dealer 
Bolton 


Pet April 7 Ord April 7 
Waseqeren, Maem Joux, ne Hardware Dealer 
amen Hewry, Methwold, Norfolk, Farmer Norwich 
Pet Mar3 Ord April 8 


Hrxsoue, wee 
ford Pet 


Bolton Pet April 7 Ord April 7 





The Oldest _Insurance Office in the World. 


We 5 
eA Ser AV at 


\ 
| Ce OFFICE SS 


Copied from Policy dated 1736, 


Law Courts Branch : 





























Office in the World. 


] N FI RE OFFICE 
63, TUREADRESDLE | ST., B.C, 





Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and) PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 

WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, | SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
including ACCIDENTS TO | FIDELITY GUARANTEE, 
DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


40, CHANCERY LANE, 


BURGLARY, 
w.c, 


A, W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager, 
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ALLIANCE 


ASSURANCE COMPANY, LTD. 


ESTABLISHED IN 1824. 


Accumulated Funds exceed £16,500,000. 

































Heao Orrice: BARTHOLOMEW LANE, LONDON, E.C. 





DIRECTORS: 

THE RIGHT HON. LORD ROTHSCHILD, G.C.V.O., Chairman. 
IAN HEATHCOAT AMORY, Esq. JOHN HAMPTON HALE, Esq. 
CHARLES EDWARD BARNETT, Esq. C. SHIRREFF HILTON, Esq. 

F. CAVENDISH BENTINCK, Esq. W. DOURO HOARE, Esq. 

A. V. DUNLOP BEST, Esq. ALFRED H. HUTH, Esq. 

FRANCIS AUGUSTUS BEVAN, Esq. FRANCIS ALFRED LUCAS, Esq. 
PERCIVAL BOSANQUET, Esq. Hon. HENRY BERKELEY PORTMAN. 
Hon. KENELM P. BOUVERIE. Hon. N. CHARLES ROTHSCHILD. 
THOMAS HENRY BURROUGHES, Esq. Sir MARCUS SAMUEL, Bart. 
FRANCIS WILLIAM BUXTON, Esq. H. MELVILL SIMONS, Esq. 

JOHN CATOR, Esq. HUGH COLIN SMITH, Esq. 

His Grace the DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE. Right Hon. LORD STALBRIDGE. 

Col. the Hon. EVERARD C. DIGBY. HENRY ALEXANDER TROTTER, Esq. 
Capt. GERALD M. A. ELLIS. Right Hon. the EARL OF VERULAM. 


Sir CHARLES RIVERS WILSON, G.C.M.G., C.B. 








The operations of the Company extend to the following, among other branches of Insurance :— 


FIRE. LIFE and ANNUITIES. MARINE. 


Consequential. Loss following Fire. 
Workmen’s Compensation. , 
Personal Accident and Disease. 
Third Party and Drivers’ Risks. 
Plate Glass and Hail-storm. 
Burglary and Theft. 

Fidelity Guarantee. 


The Company also grants 

Capital Redemption Policies, 
and undertakes the duties of 

Trustee and Executor. 











The Directors invite proposals for Loans on, and for the purchase of, Reversions 
and Life Interests. 





Prospectuses and Proposal Forms may be had on application to any of the Company’s Offices or Agents. 


ROBERT LEWIS, General Manager. 


ede 



























£ 


THE 





